Appendix P Draft EIS Public Comments and Responses

Federal Agency

Item Code Item Name

F-001 U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
F-002 Department of Interior

F-003 EPA

F-004 Department of Interior 2
F-005 Ambassador of Latvia

Tribe

Item Code Item Name

T-001 Muckleshoot Indian Tribe

State Agency

Item Code Item Name

S-001 State of Washington Department of Archaeology & Historic Preservation
S-002 UW Dept of Scandinavian Studies

S-003 WSDOT

S-004 Ecology

Local Agency

Item Code Item Name

L-001 Shoreline Fire Department
L-002 Alderwood Water & Wastewater District
L-003 City of Lake Forest Park
L-004 City of Lynnwood

L-005 City of Lynnwood?2

L-006 City of Lynnwood3

L-007 City of Shoreline

L-008 Mountlake Terrace

L-009 Edmonds School District
L-010 City of Lynnwood 4

L-011 City of Seattle

L-012 Community Transit

L-013 Community Transit 2

L-014 King County

L-015 Puget Sound Regional Council
Business

Item Code Item Name

B-001 Mayes Testing Engineers, Inc.
B-002 Mortgage Capital Associates
B-003 Cairn_Cross & Hempelmann
B-004 Cascade Trophy

B-005 JC Auto Restoration

B-006 Mullally Development Company
B-007 Simon Property Group

B-008 Raskin, Mike



Community Organization

Item Code Item Name

C-001 Save Scriber Creek Park

C-002 American Latvian Association

C-003 Bellevue Sister Cities Association

C-004 Thornton Creek Alliance

C-005 Honorary Consul Republic of Estonia

C-006 Latvian Senior's Association

C-007 N King Co Mobility Coalition

C-008 futurewise

C-009 Lithuanian-American Community WA Chapter
Cc-010 Pilchuck Audubon Society

c-011 Ridgecrest Neighborhood Association
C-012 Latvian Ev. Luth Congreg of Seattle & Latvian Assoc of WA
Cc-013 Edmonton Latvian Society

C-014 West Coast Latvian Song Festival

C-015 Latvian Sorority Gundega

C-016 Mezotne Latvian Language Camp

C-017 185th Station Citizen Committee

C-018 Seashore Transportation Forum

C-019 World Federation of Free Latvians

C-020 Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church Abroad
Cc-021 Seattle Congregation of the Estonian Ev. Lutheran Church
C-022 Seattle Estonian Society

C-023 Parkwood Neighborhood Association

C-024 145th-155th St Station Citizens Committee
C-025 The Latvian Museum

C-026 American Latvian Youth Association

C-027 Cascade Bicycle Club

C-028 Feet First

C-029 Fellowship of American Baltic Spouses
C-030 Latvian Association of WA

C-031 Lettonia WA Alumni Association

C-032 Northgate West Condominiums

C-033 Paramount Park Neighborhood Group
C-034 Seattle Latvian Lutheran Church

C-035 Sigulda

C-036 Walsh, Maryellen

C-037 Senior Services 1

C-038 Thornton Creek Legal Defense Fund

C-039 Transportation Choices

C-040 Seattle Latvian Community Center

C-041 Seattle Latvian School

C-042 Senior Services 2

C-043 Estonian American National Council Inc
C-044 Sound Cities Association

C-045 Friends of Jackson Park Trail

C-046 Thornton Creek Alliance TCA-2



Individual
Item Code
I-001
1-002
1-003
1-004
I-005
I-006
1-007
I-008
1-009
I-010
I-011
I-012
1-013
I-014
I-015
I-016
1-017
1-018
I-019
1-020
I-021
1-022
1-023
1-024
1-025
1-026
1-027
1-028
1-029
1-030
I-031
1-032
I-033
1-034
I-035
1-036
1-037
1-038
I-039
1-040
I-041
1-042
1-043
1-044
1-045
1-046
1-047

Item Name
Anonymous 1
Balanda, Marco
Baltzell, Sumner
Bautista, Ariel
Bess, Samuel 1
Carlin, John
Chong, KC
Cooper

Davis, William Harley
Ervin, Kenneth
Foy, John 1
Guzman, Karina
Hanks, Jono
Harrison, Jeff
Hausauer, Robert
Hawkins, Barbara
Head, Kolleen
Heath, Ken
Hines, Carole
Unknown 1
Unknown 2
James, Robert
Janeway, Jeff
Jeremiah, Dale
Jodais, V

Kelly, Chris

Kit Ma, Chun
Lam, Celia

Lee, Marvin
Lepo, Charles
Levinsky, Laurie
Lo, Anthony
Mackeel, Cynthia
Martin-Rudnick, Diane
McCall, Timothy
Menchofer, Dale
Moore, Galinda
Morgan, Joshua
Nalis, Peter
Nikoiaidis, Jeffery
Pearson, Steve
Peterson, Dan
Pinner, Joanne
Rebstock, Ginger
Reed, Patricia
Reedy, Robert 1

Reikstins, Maija and Janis



1-048
1-049
1-050
I-051
I-052
I-053
1-054
I-055
I-056
1-057
I-058
I-059
1-060
I-061
1-062
1-063
1-064
I-065
1-066
1-067
1-068
I-069
1-070
1-071
1-072
1-073
1-074
I-075
I-076
1-078
1-079
1-082
1-083
1-084
1-085
1-086
1-087
1-088
1-089
1-090
I-091
1-092
1-093
1-094
I-095
1-096
1-097
1-098
1-099
I-100

Roberts, Curtis
Schatnitz, Greg
Schwantes, Glenn
Senter, Steve 1
Silang, Antonio
Smidchens, Alnis
Smidchens, Imants
Smith, Lynn
Sommers, Cassy
Sreibers, Peter
Starr, Cindy
Summer, Cathy 1
Trinh, Cuong
Vilgalys, Justas
Walgomott, Amy 1
Wall, Paul
Way-Rogainis, Marisa 1
Wells, Chris
Williams, Bruce
Abdella, Bill

Dale, Dan 1

Berlin, Don
Raisters, Eric 1
Sreibers, Gunars 1
Smidchems, Guntis
Harvey

Foy, John 2
Andrejevs, Markus
Reedy, Robert 2
Holmes, Jean
Holmes, John
Pedersen, Bill
Reay-Ellers, Andrew 1
Spires, Robert
Unknown, Dee Dee
Carr, Ron
Tennisey, Nancy
Unknown 3
Horner, Eileen
Hickey, William
Anderson, Carolyn
Anderson, W.R.
Andreasen, Adam
Anonymous 2
Anonymous 3
Anonymous 4
Anonymous 5

Apt, Mark and Arden
Baughman, Linda

Basil, Leslie



I-101
I-102
I-103
I-104
I-105
I-106
1-107
I-108
I-109
I-110
I-111
I-112
I-113
I-114
I-115
I-116
I-117
I-118
I-119
I-120
I-121
I-122
I-123
I-124
I-125
I-126
1-127
I-128
I-129
I-130
I-131
I-132
I-133
I-134
I-135
I-136
1-137
I-138
I-139
I-140
I-141
I-142
1-143
I-144
1-145
I-146
1-147
1-148
I-149
I-150

Bess, Samuel 2
Brierley, M

Bupp, Erick

Bupp, Kathleen
Circenis, Edvins 1
Clausen, Linden
Collins, Deirdre
Dailey, David
Dolan, Chuck 1
Donohue, Joanne
Egan, Kathryn
Gendreau, Stefanie
Gladstone, Judi
Griffith_Karen&Troy
Gubaekowski, Ann
Harris, Shanon
Hope, Shane 1
Johnson, Diana M
Johnson, Kristina
Kaplan, Cecily
Kelly, Chris 2
Kelly, Michael
Kelly, Teresa
Klinker, Cheryl
Knoke, Mark
Lancaster, Brad
Lo, Catherine
Martin-Vegue, Doug
Mearns, Josie
Mifflin, Ryan
Monroe, James
Murphy, Craig

Orr, Mike 1

Orr, Mike 2

Palms, Christopher
Petersons, Diana
Petersons, Modris
Petersons, Nikol 1
Petersons, Nikol 2
Piere, Ravin & Yurova, Polina
Raisters, Aldis
Raisters, Eric 3
Rauda, Vija

Ray, Wyvonne
Renes, Mike
Feuerborn, Sonja
Rhynard, Michael & Wen-Mei
Riekstins, Valdis
Riekstins, Valdis 2

Rihemis, John



I-151
I-152
I-153
I-154
I-155
I-156
I-157
I-158
I-159
I-160
I-161
I-162
I-163
I-164
I-165
I-166
1-167
I-168
I-169
I-170
I-171
I-172
1-173
I-174
I-175
I-176
1-177
I-178
I-179
I-180
I-181
1-182
1-183
I-184
1-185
I-186
1-187
I-188
1-189
I-190
I-191
I-192
1-193
I-194
I-195
I-196
1-197
I-198
I-199
1-200

Roberts, C.L.
Roberts, R.M.
Rozum, Pam and Ric
Sanchez, Mike
Scarpelli, Mike
Schneider, Roben
Scott, Ian

Sobarzo, Luis
Strom, Sigrid
Summer, Cathy 2
Thompsen, Will
Tronsen, Kara
Turner, Janelle
Virsnieks, Andris
Virsnieks, Egils 1
Way-Rogainis, Marisa 2
Way-Rogainis, Marisa 3
Williamson, David C 1
Winnick, Ken

Wong, Miu Sam
Woolley, Beth
Zamelis, Andy
Zepeda, Barbara 1
Zommers, Karlis
Altman, Jeff

Howell, Gavin
Johnson, David
Kampen, Garry
Lockeman, George
Manderscheid, Michael
Ness, Dave

Ostrer, Allison
Phillips, Kyle
Summers, Karen
Unruh, Sharla
Weyer, Shelley
Willemarck, Linda 1
Zopfi, Melinda
Cameron, Michael 1
Circenis, Edvins 2
Faulds, Phoebe
Jacoby, Dan
Petersons, Lukas 1
Raisters, Eric 2
Ralston, Kenneth
Sreibers, Gunars 2
Wiest, Inte 1

Dolan, Chuck
Holmquist, Imants 1

Jaundalderis, Charlene



1-201 Kirsis, Lori

1-202 Orr, Michael 3
1-203 Petersons, Lukas 2
1-204 Petersons, Nikol
1-205 Raisters, Eric 4
1-206 Raisters, Inese 1
1-207 Screibers, Gunars 3
1-208 Upatts, Dzidra
1-209 Vetter, Sandra
1-210 Zepeda, Barbara 2
I-211 Bartholet, David 1
1-212 Escamilla, Derica 1
1-213 Escamilla, Derica 2
1-214 Goodman, Eric 1
I-215 Kinman, Karen 1
1-216 Lovitt, Douglas
1-217 Mayes, Mike

1-218 McDonald, Kevin
I-219 Monahan, Mary 1
1-220 Riekstins, Valdis 3
1-221 Shannon, Jeff
1-222 Shein, Gleb 1

1-223 Sreibers, Gunars 4
1-224 Walker, James
1-225 Walker, Janice
1-226 Walsh, Maryellen 1
1-227 Whittall, Corey
1-228 Willemarck, Linda 2
1-229 Williamson, David 2
1-230 Williamson, David 3
1-231 Bess, Samuel & Gwen
1-232 Cameron, Michael 2
1-233 Terence, Christopher
1-234 Farrand, Becky
1-235 King, Greg & Lauri
1-236 Lehman, Judy
1-237 Sismaet, Dennis
1-238 Spani, Martin

1-239 Unknown, David
1-240 Bates, Steven
1-241 Cho, Taetuk

1-242 Blombah, DL

1-243 Dougall, John

1-244 Engseth, Dianna
1-245 Fischbach, Max 1
1-246 Graube, Marita
1-247 Gustafson, Sharon
1-248 Jefferds, Liga & Peter 1
1-249 Ken, Kil You and Soon Ae Shin

I-250 Kim Lee Sun & Jong Dook



I-251 Lewtz, Eugene

1-252 Lull, Otis

1-253 Maculans, Andra
1-254 McClain, Kevin

I-255 Molnar, Lauren

1-256 Pade, Gerry

1-257 Pedecis, Dace

1-258 Plavins, Maris

1-259 Raisters, Inese 2
1-260 Rogainis, Andris
1-261 Russel, Jill

1-262 Schott, Marshall
1-263 Senter, Steve 2
1-264 Thompson, Jon

1-265 Victor, Robert

1-266 Walsh, Maryellen 2
1-267 Williams, Joel

1-268 Ziema, leva

1-269 Anderson, David
1-270 Abolins, Andrew
1-271 Fischbach, Max 2
1-272 Kirkpatrick, Dan
1-273 Klavins, Janis

1-274 Kukainis, Roberts
1-275 Lidacis, Mara

1-276 Musteikis, Danute
1-277 Schmidt, Corine
1-278 Abermanis, Rolands
1-279 Andrejevs Markus, Aldis
1-280 Andrejevs, Osha
I-281 Annas, Kathy

1-282 Apsitis, Mara

1-283 Banionis, Arunas
1-284 Birnbaums, Andrejs 1
1-285 Birnbaums, Andrejs 2
1-286 Blubaugh, Jonathan
1-287 Buck, Jonas

1-288 Cilnis, Juris

1-289 Copeland, Douglas&Silvija
1-290 Cotton, Ian

1-291 Dermanis, Paul
1-292 Drougas, Andrea
1-293 Gaigalaite, Ausra
1-294 Galins, Peteris

1-295 Gilkerson, Mona
1-296 Graus, Melita

1-297 Grendze, Karl

1-298 Haynes, Monica
1-299 Horner, Roger&Eileen

1-300 Jansevics, Janina



1-301 Jefferds, Peter&Liga 2

1-302 Johnson, Amy

1-303 Johnson, Steven

1-304 Kapa-Mauerman, Sylvia
1-305 Kulits, Zinta

1-306 Kusins, Daina

1-307 Leesment, Krista

1-308 Loeding, Danielle

I-309 Lorbergs, Aina Katrine
1-310 Lusis, Arnie

1-311 Matas, Saul

1-312 Miksys, Donna

1-313 Muehlenbachs, Lelde&Karlis
1-314 Ohaks, Ieva 1

1-315 Overby, Aleksa

1-316 Overby, Nathan

1-317 Basile, Ryan 1

1-318 Petersons, Angela
1-319 Beinikis, Linda

1-320 Beitlers, Juris & Grikis, Olga
1-321 Benson, Velta & Andris
1-322 Paegle, Sasha

1-323 Racenis, Marcis

1-324 Raize, Andrejs

1-325 Raize, Laima

1-326 Randa, Evan

1-327 Sankalis, Lilija

1-328 Schott, Laura

1-329 Sinclair, James & Barbara
1-330 Smith, Elaine

1-331 St. Hilaire, Ruth

1-332 Tierney, Caitlin

1-333 Totoraitis, Anne

1-334 Virsniers, Egils 2

I-335 Westfall, John

1-336 Young, Ieva & Donald
1-337 Ziema, Andris and Helena 1
1-338 Rauda, Eriks

1-339 Rekevics, Liz

1-340 Vitols, Jana

1-341 Anonymous 6

1-342 Stratins, Bruno

1-343 Jewell, Emily

1-344 Nelson, Wendy & Ken
1-345 Berkholtz, Karina

1-346 Harris, Ginny

1-347 Glover, Mary

1-348 Freimanis, Brianna
1-349 Landau, Henry

1-350 Maxwell, Matthew



I-351 Rice, Jerry & Carol

1-352 Poitras, Tom

I-353 Niedermeyer, Darcy
1-354 Johnson, Dagnija Valdmanis
I-355 Laigo, Renee

1-356 Iles, Tija

1-357 Rusis, Erik

1-358 Saheki, Yoshiko
1-359 Sandler, Julia Deak
1-360 Valle, Shane

I-361 Vetter, Sandi

1-362 Guthrie, Barbara
1-363 Onat, Astrida Blukis
1-364 Raisters, Eduard
1-365 Zommers, Dzintra
1-366 Kancs, Dina

1-367 Gill, Kathy et al
1-368 Wiest, Richard
1-369 Vitous, Rolf

1-370 Hanley, Monika
1-371 Anderson, Daira
1-372 Rusis, Maira

1-373 Reay-Ellers, Andrew
1-374 Zommers, Pauls
1-375 Paskovskis, Ed
1-376 Leitis, Edmunds
1-377 Monaghan, Mary 2
1-378 Holmquist, Imants
1-379 Sulcs, Aina

1-380 Blums, Martins
I-381 Bray, Ina

1-382 Cole, Willis

1-383 Valanciauskiewe, Ausra
1-384 Wiest, Inta 2

1-385 Willemarck, Linda 3
1-386 Willemarck, Linda 4
1-387 Willemarck, Linda 5
1-388 Ekmanis, Indra
1-389 Apsitis, Ilma

1-390 Ahlquist-Niemi, Jan
1-391 Andra, Allen

1-392 Anderson, Cheryl&Serila
1-393 Miksys, Rimas
1-394 Ikauniece, Ruta
1-395 Willemarck, Linda 6
1-396 Sulcs, Larisa

1-397 Vastaska, Ausra
1-398 Vastakas, Audrius
1-399 Basile, Ryan 2

1-400 Ziema, Andris & Helena 2



1-401
1-402
1-403
1-404
1-405
1-406
1-407
1-408
1-409
1-410
1-411
1-412
1-413
1-414
1-415
1-416
1-417
1-418
1-419
1-420
1-421
1-422
1-423
1-424
1-425
1-426
1-427
1-428
1-429
1-430
1-431
1-432
1-433
1-434
1-435
1-436
1-437
1-438
1-439
1-440
1-441
1-442
1-443
1-444
1-445
1-446
1-447
1-448
1-449
1-450

Razevska, Daidra
Floria, Tanya Nicole
Birnbaums, Vija
Teras, Mai

Kondrats, Sandis
Strautins, Bruno 2
Birnbaums, Daina
Cunha, Anne

DiPeso, Wendy
Forsyth, Terry

Hill, Viktorija

Iles, Anita

Lunde, Sarmite
Luters, Ints

Virsnieks, Imants
Hope, Shane 2
Dambrauskas, Daiva 1
Andvik, Nancy
Dambrauskas, Daiva 2
Dubman, Jonathan 1
Orrico, Geni

Breitlers, Didzis
Rauda, Gunars
Beland, Steve
MacKrell, Meghan
MacMurray, Armand
Shein, Gleb 2
Aboltina, Gundega
Anderson, Devv
Anonymous 7

Barrett, Dennis
Basile, Ryan 3

Berzin, Martin
Berzina, Sandra
Biteman, Jim
Brandon, Wes

Buck, Steve

Celms, Nancy

Celms, Sara

Chandler, Bridgett
Christopher, Michael
Dale, Dan 2

De Bonte, Austina

De Temmerman, Pieter
Dubman, Jonathan 2
Elder, Justin

Freet, Andra
Fulford-Foster, Jeremiah 1
Fulford-Foster, Jeremiah 2

Garzon, Roxanne



1-451
1-452
1-453
1-454
1-455
1-456
1-457
1-458
1-459
1-460
1-461
1-462
1-463
1-464
1-465
1-466
1-467
1-468
1-469
1-470
1-471
1-472
1-473
1-474
1-475
1-476
1-477
1-478
1-479
1-480
1-481
1-482
1-483
1-484
1-486
1-487
1-488
1-489
1-490
1-491
1-492
1-493
1-494
1-495
1-496
1-497
1-498
1-499
1-500
1-501

Goodman, Eric 2
Graffis, Bill
Grauds, Valdis
Heine, Julija

Ho, Joanne 1

Ho, Joanne 2
Janssen, Jeff
Johnson, Matthew
Kask, Linda
Kelertas, Violeta
Kenney, Pat

Key, Harold
Kinman, Karen 2
Knedlik, Will
Kulikauskas, Rima
Kulits, Paul
Luters, Katrina
Marcy, Tanya
Mohseni, Imants
Oborn, Roger
Ohaks, Ieva 2
Osvalds, Aivars
Pelekis, Jana
Petkus, Joseph
Phillips, Cynthia
Phillips, Sandy
Pittman, Kirk
Poitras, Liz
Priidik, Albert 1
Priidik, Albert 2
Pruzinskis, Andris
Pruzinskis, Krisjanis
Pukite, Brigita
Pukite, Ilze
Resnick, Douglas
Roberts, Sid
Rusis, Ed
Sankalis-Biteman, Ruta
Seglins, Andy
Shein, Gleb 3
Sils, Aleks

Sils, William
Stapars, Aija
Stephen, Zachary
Stinson, June
Stradling, Rebecca
Strickland, Scott
Stutman, TJ
Sulcs, John

Taht, Karl



I-502
I-503
I-504
I-505
I-506
1-507
1-508
I-509
I-510
I-511
I-512
I-513
I-514
I-515
I-516
1-517
I-518
I-519
1-520
I-521
1-522
1-523
1-524
I-525
1-526
1-527
1-528
I-529
I-530
1-532
I-533
I-534
I-535
I-536
I-537
I-539
1-540
I-541
1-542
1-543
1-544
1-545
1-546
1-547
1-548
I-549
I-550
I-551
I-552
I-553

Thomas, Martha
Tralmaks, Astrida
Walgamott, Amy 2
Walgamott, Andy
Willemarck, Linda 7
Willemarck, Linda 8
Willemarck, Linda 9
Willemarck, Linda 10
Zahn, Joe

Grant, Anna et. al.
Gray, Ingrida
Johnson, Mara
Pelekis, Janis
Pelekis, Mary
Pelekis, Vija
Petkus, Zita
Wilson, Tex & Ausma
York, Ruta
Monaghan, Tricia
Cutter, Jane
Everett, Karin
Harbaugh, David 2
Ho, Joanne 3
Norris, Jeanette
Raisters, Eriks 5
Sreibers, Gayle
Sreibers, Lara
Massaro, Frank
Willemarck, Linda 11
Andersen, Sherri
Anonymous 8
Anonymous 9
Bartholet, David 2
Boudrissa, Zohra
Buitenveld, David
Chism, Diana

Dale, Dan 3
Graudins, Ivars
Herauf, Dale
Jodais, Valdis
Johnson, Lara
Knoll, Mary

Macs, Dina
McFarlane, Madara
Moore, Carolyn
Ozolnieks, Indra
Petri, Janis
Petersons, Selga
Poukens, Oskars
Ilze, Pukite_2



I-554
I-555
I-556
1-557
I-559
I-560
I-561
I-562

Purs, Lilja

Randich, Lisa_Macs
Randich_Rachel
Seglins, Ilze
Williamson_David_C_2
Zommers, Juris
Zopfi_Melinda_2
Tochihara_Minda



F-001-001

Thank you for your letter. The Executive Summary is a section of the
bound Draft EIS. Thank you for your initial review of the Ecosystems
report; several of the alternatives under consideration have wetlands
impacts, and the Final EIS includes updated information on the wetlands
in the area as well as design refinements that have been made since the
Draft EIS. Potential mitigation measures have also been defined in more
detail. A wetland delineation report and other materials will be provided
as part of the project's Joint Aquatic Resources Permit Application.

Lynnwood Link Extension Page 1
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F-002-001

Thank you for your review. Sound Transit and FTA have continued
coordination with the Department in concluding the project's Section 4(f)
analysis in the Final EIS.

Lynnwood Link Extension Page 3
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F-003-001

Thank you for your review and comment on the Draft EIS. The northern
part of the Preferred Alternative analyzed in the Final EIS is a
modification of the Alternative C3 that was discussed in the Draft

EIS. Please see the Final EIS for the description of the Preferred
Alternative and its potential effects. Sound Transit has provided
responses to your specific comments in the following pages, but to
summarize:

a. On the need for a full 404(b)(1) analysis, of the alternatives, please
see response to comment 3.

b. On added discussion of Scriber Creek Park impacts, and potential
impacts, please see our more detailed response to comment 7; however,
the impacts to the park and surrounding wetland complex area for these
alternatives were described in notable detail in the Draft EIS in sections
4.4. Social Impacts, 4.5, Visual and Aesthetics (including simulations of
alternatives), 4.7 Noise and Vibration, 4.8 Ecosystem Resources, 4.17
Parks and Recreation, and 4.18 Section 4(f). Chapter 7 of the Final EIS
describes the public comments received overall, and highlights the many
comments opposing alternatives impacting the park and wetlands.

c. The information on Scriber Creek Park has been updated in the Final
EIS in Section 4.17 to also note the funding source of the park. Similar
information on the other directly impacted park, Ridgecrest Park in
Shoreline, has also been included, along with a description of Sound
Transit's commitment to meet the requirements of the funding programs
where conversion of parkland is involved.

d. On ecological connectivity, please see response to comment 8.

e. On additional detail for the wetlands and ecological impacts of the
OMSEF facility, Sound Transit has since issued a Draft EIS on that project

Lynnwood Link Extension Page 4
2013 Draft EIS Comments and Responses



that incorporated the Lynnwood Project impact estimates, and Sound
Transit is now completing a Final EIS for the OMSF; the Preferred
Alternative for that project is a Bellevue site. The Lynnwood Link
Extension Final EIS discussion in Section 4.8 Ecosystems incorporates
the findings from the OMSF Draft EIS.

f. Please see response to comment 5.

g. Please see response to comment 13.

Lynnwood Link Extension Page 5
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Lynnwood Link Extension
2013 Draft EIS Comments and Responses

F-003-002
Sound Transit appreciates EPA's comments on the alternatives by
segment, including EPA's description of impacts that are of concern.

F-003-003

The wetlands analyses in the Draft and Final EIS were based on
conceptual engineering. They estimate impacts conservatively without
attempting to judge the effectiveness of potential avoidance and
minimization measures. Because they are primarily intended to help
decision makers compare the impacts of the alternatives, they lack the
detail required to support an actual permit application. While the Final
EIS analysis is more refined than the Draft EIS, with some field
delineations performed, the level of design information and agency
coordination on potential avoidance measures that could be incorporated
would make a Sec. 404(b)(1) analysis premature. The Final EIS
acknowledges the alternatives analysis requirement and also identifies
which alternatives would have lower levels of wetlands impacts. If
appropriate for the Preferred Alternative, Sound Transit will prepare a
404(b)(1) analysis as part of project permitting, but also anticipates that
the impacts for the Preferred Alternative would be below the levels
requiring the analysis.

F-003-004

Thank you for identifying the Segment C alternative EPA finds as
environmentally preferred. Sound Transit has identified a modified
Alternative C3, with an alignment west of I-5, as part of the Preferred
Alternative.

F-003-005

The cost estimates presented in Chapter 5 for the alternatives consider
the need for environmental mitigation. The estimates apply a risk-based
contingency amount because project design is still underway and
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Lynnwood Link Extension
2013 Draft EIS Comments and Responses

specifics about the extent and cost of mitigation would be affected by a
variety of factors and decisions that would be considered with more
advanced design and permitting as the project progresses. Sound
Transit understands that the cost of mitigation will vary depending on the
alternatives chosen, but believes that the cost ranges used in the Draft
EIS accurately convey the potential difference that mitigation could make
for the project alternatives.

F-003-006

Thank you for identifying the Segment B alternative EPA finds as
environmentally preferred. The Final EIS contains additional information
on refinements that Sound Transit has made to Alternative B2 to help
reduce some of the ecosystem and water resource effects noted in
EPA’s comments.

F-003-007

Chapter 7 of the Final EIS describes public comments on the
alternatives, including the comments regarding the importance of Scriber
Creek Park and the associated wetland complex.

Sound Transit notes EPA's recommendations for Alternative C3, which
identified the ability to avoid the park impacts, minimize Scriber Creek
wetlands impacts, and reduce other property impacts. The Sound Transit
Board selected a modified Alternative C3 as the Preferred Alternative for
this segment of the light rail facility, requesting further consideration of
other factors that could improve the alternative, including preserving
redevelopable lands, improving the connections to the transit center, and
minimizing stream and wetland impacts. The importance of the Scriber
Creek wetland complex was identified in Ecosystems Technical Report
as well as the Ecosystems section the Draft EIS (Section 4.8), but is also
discussed in Section 4.4 Social. The Final EIS provides updated
discussion of the park and its associated wetlands for all alternatives, as
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well as information about the Preferred Alternative with the modified
Alternative C3.

F-003-008

The Final EIS provides more detail on habitat connectivity in Section
4.8.1, Affected Environment; Section 4.8.2, Long Term

Impacts; and Section 4.8.3, Construction Impacts. Habitat connectivity
will continue to be considered as part of the mitigation process for
avoidance and minimization and included in selection of compensatory
mitigation for ecosystem resources. Please note also that the
Ecosystems Technical Report has more detailed discussions of
connectivity and continuity issues, particularly for stream habitat.

F-003-009

At the time of the publication of this project's Draft EIS, design work and
effects analysis for the Operations and Maintenance Satellite Facility
(OMSF) project was still underway and details were not available for
detailed discussion in this document. However, Sound Transit has
augmented the discussion of OMSF cumulative effects in the Final EIS,
and notes the higher level of potential effects to the Scriber Creek
wetland complex if the Lynnwood Site for the OMSF project were
developed. The OMSF Draft EIS was published on May 9, 2014.

F-003-010

Sound Transit has reviewed the funding sources used to develop directly
impacted parklands and has included in the Final EIS a commitment to
meet applicable park land or funding replacement requirements (Section
4.1 Acquisitions and Section 4.17 Parks and Recreation both have
updated text). Section 4.8.2 and the Ecosystem Resources Technical
Report of the Final EIS also have updated discussions of ecosystems
impacts to the complex.
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The large undeveloped parcel directly south of Scriber Creek Park is
publicly held, but does not appear to have other protections or
designations for those properties other than critical area ordinances and
other existing federal, state, and local regulation for streams and
wetlands. Additional reviews would be conducted for any property
Sound Transit would use for construction and operation of the project,
and Sound Transit would satisfy any applicable regulatory or legal
requirements.

F-003-011
Please see the response to comment F-003-005.

F-003-012

Sound Transit’s policy [Executive Order No. 1, Establishing a
Sustainability Initiative for Sound Transit (2007)] on ecosystem mitigation
is to avoid impacts on environmentally sensitive resources to the
maximum extent practicable and to provide adequate mitigation to
ensure no net loss of ecosystem function and acreage as a result of
agency projects. The Final EIS includes further measures to minimize
impacts and describes mitigation in more detail. For Scriber Creek,
Sound Transit's potential mitigation includes temporary work trestles,
although final design and permitting would confirm the ultimate
approach.

F-003-013

Section 3.2.7 of the Final EIS and Section 5.7 of the Transportation
Technical Report includes additional discussion of parking at the
Lynnwood station. Section 5.1 of the Transportation Technical Report
discusses how ridership estimates reflect the ways riders are expected
to access the station; many future riders are expected to take transit,
walk or bike, in addition to choosing to park. Sound Transit has

also considered options that would increase the parking supply at the
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station. However, the provision of parking for transit centers is not made
solely on estimates of unconstrained demand for parking, but must factor
in local and regional plans and policies, the cost of additional parking,
and environmental impacts. In Lynnwood, where the current park-and-
ride is already a major hub for transit transfers, Sound Transit anticipates
that transit transfers at the station as well as walking and biking will
continue to increase in popularity, in keeping with the higher-density
developments that Lynnwood anticipates near the station. Finally,
Sound Transit identifies mitigation measures to address potential
spillover parking that could occur.
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F-004-001

Thank you for the additional information on LWCF-funded resources in
the project vicinity. Sound Transit has conducted additional reviews of
the funding sources used to develop parklands and has included this
information in the Final EIS. Sound Transit has also defined measures to
avoid the potential for transit-related parking at Twin Ponds Park.
Parking for transit purposes is not proposed at the park and signage
restricting time periods would be an effective means of preventing
unauthorized parking at the park. The project's Preferred Alternative
does not include a station at NE 155th Street, which also avoids the
potential for such impacts to the park.
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F-005-001

Sound Transit and the Federal Transit Administration appreciate the
letter describing your concerns about the potential displacement of the
Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church under the Draft EIS Alternatives
Al, 5, and 10 of Sound Transit's Lynnwood Link Extension. Since the
publication of the Draft EIS, Sound Transit performed additional
engineering that eliminates the need to displace the Latvian Evangelical
Lutheran Church. Chapter 2, Alternatives, in the Final EIS describes the
refinements, and Section 4.1 describes the acquisition impacts. In
addition, compensation would be provided to the church where minor
acquisitions of land from the church property would be needed, as
required by the federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property
Acquisition Policies Act of 1970.
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T-001-001
Thank you for your comment stating a preference for Alternative C1 and
the reasons for your preference.

T-001-002

Sound Transit will coordinate with the Muckleshoot Indian Tribe
Fisheries Division regarding final design work that may impact
WSDOT/WDFW culvert replacement projects.

T-001-003

Sound Transit will coordinate with the Muckleshoot Indian Tribe
Fisheries Division during final design, and the tribe will be invited to
participate in the permitting process.

T-001-004

All Sound Transit projects must mitigate any unavoidable impacts to
ensure that they do not reduce ecosystem function or acreage. (See
Executive Order No. 1, Establishing a Sustainability Initiative for Sound
Transit [2007]). In addition, all Sound Transit projects must consider low-
impact development (LID) methods, which often include technologies
that maximize the removal of heavy metals and oils from stormwater, as
a first choice for stormwater treatment. The Lynnwood Link Extension
design team will review the feasibility of LID strategies as the Preferred
Alternative design advances and, if necessary, will use other methods to
protect water quality.
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S-001-001

Thank you for your letter. Sound Transit has appreciated the
collaborative communication and coordination with DAHP during the
Lynnwood Link Extension EIS and Section 106 reviews.
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S-002-001

Thank you for describing the linkage between the University of
Washington’s Department of Scandinavian Studies and the Seattle
Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church. Following the Draft EIS, the Sound
Transit Board directed Sound Transit to develop a Preferred Alternative
that would avoid displacing the church. The Final EIS describes the
additional engineering Sound Transit undertook to realign 3rd Avenue
NE and avoid the potential displacement of the church. As a result, none
of the Segment A alternatives evaluated in the Final EIS would displace
the church or the church hall.

Although construction activities will be adjacent to the church, Sound
Transit will work closely with the church to maintain access, minimize
parking loss, and reduce other potential construction disruptions to
ongoing church and center activities. The primary construction in the
area would be ongoing for 1-2 years in the area, but major construction
activities would be shorter duration. For temporary impacts such as
truck traffic, detours, noise, dust, light and glare, Sound Transit proposes
best management practices to avoid and minimize impacts in Sections
3.6,4.5.7,4.6.7, and 4.7.7. The construction area would also be fenced
to protect public safety, and the church would have a direct contact at
Sound Transit to discuss any issues of concern.
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S-003-001
Thank you for your efforts in working on the initial development of the
Lynnwood Link Extension and for WSDOT's support for the project.

S-003-002

Sound Transit assumes that the I-5 freeway management systems will
need to be operational through construction in order to help ease
impacts of the construction. The Final EIS clarifies this assumption in
Chapter 3, Transportation, Section 3.3. Sound Transit will continue to
coordinate with WSDOT to develop a detailed approach.
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S-003-003
Section 4.5 of the Final EIS includes revisions and clarifications to the
assessment of visual impacts based on specific comments by WSDOT.

The Final EIS also provides updated discussion about Sound Transit's
approaches to minimize the loss of vegetation, particularly large trees, to
the extent feasible, with details to be defined during final design in
consultation with WSDOT. Sound Transit understands the necessity to
mitigate loss of vegetation consistent with WSDOT roadside policies and
to mitigate impacts to areas acquired under the Highway Beautification
Act. Sound Transit will work with WSDOT to accomplish this.
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S-004-001

The Preferred Alternative is a modified C3, which has slightly more
impacts to wetlands, but also better balances other impacts and benefits.
This project will abide by all applicable federal, state, and local
environmental laws and regulations. Sound Transit’s policy on
ecosystem mitigation is to avoid impacts on environmentally sensitive
resources to the maximum extent practicable and to provide adequate
mitigation to ensure no net loss of ecosystem function and acreage as a
result of agency projects. The Lynnwood Link Extension would mitigate
impacts on ecosystem resources in accordance with the mitigation
sequencing requirements established by NEPA, SEPA, the Clean Water
Act, and local critical areas ordinances. The Preferred Alternative design
in the Final EIS has an alignment as well as structural and construction
elements that help avoid and minimize impacts; the Final EIS also
describes other mitigation that would be further defined during final
design and permitting, including seeking mitigation opportunities within
the Scriber Creek wetland complex.

S-004-002

All wetlands that may be affected by the Preferred Alternative will be
delineated consistent with state and federal delineation standards, and
wetland ratings will be updated as needed. Sound Transit will coordinate
with regulatory agencies during permitting. Thank you for your offer of
assistance during the application process.

Lynnwood Link Extension Page 18
2013 Draft EIS Comments and Responses



S-004-003
Thank you for the offer to assist with the OHWM determination for
Scriber Creek in the wetland complex.

S-004-004

Thank you for your comment. Sound Transit will comply with all
applicable certifications and design standards, including Clean Water Act
Section 401 Water Quality Certification and the Washington State
Department of Ecology (Ecology) Stormwater Manual for Western
Washington.

S-004-005

It is correct that there are no approved mitgation banks with service
areas in the project area. The referenced statement is included to not
preclude the opportunity to use any future mitigation banks that may
have a service area within the project area.

S-004-006

If project-specific mitigation is developed for this project, site selection
would emphasize a watershed approach to consolidate compensatory
mitigation sites. Plans would be developed in cooperation with resource
agencies.

S-004-007

Thank you for your comment. The text of the Final EIS has

been updated to clarify the roles of Ecology and the City of Mountlake
Terrace with regard to Lake Ballinger shoreline regulation.
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L-001-001
Thank you for your comment stating a preference and reason
for preferring the station at NE 145th Street in Shoreline.

L-001-002

Sound Transit is aware of the Fire Department's concerns about the
possible impacts of a light rail station at NE 155th Street on operations of
the fire station at that location. If this station were to be advanced as part
of the project, Sound Transit would further define measures to manage
traffic serving the station while maintaining effective access for the

fire station. Sound Transit would work closely with the city and the Fire
Department to resolve potential conflicts with bus and vehicle traffic

and to maintain emergency response times and access during the
construction period and operation of light rail. However, the Preferred
Alternative does not include this station site.

L-001-003

Thank you for noting the City of Shoreline's station area planning efforts
around the NE 185th Street Station and at the NE 145th Street Station;
the Draft EIS and the Final EIS both note the City's preference for these
stations and include information about station access.

L-001-004

Thank you for the comment stating a preference for the NE 145th Street
Station in Shoreline. This letter was noted in the materials provided to
the Sound Transit Board, prior to their selection of the Preferred
Alternative for Segment A, which includes a NE 145th Street Station.
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L-002-001

Thank you for noting the importance of the District's main water line
serving Mountlake Terrace and its proximity to the project. In producing
the Final EIS and for the Preliminary Engineering for the Preferred
Alternative, Sound Transit continued to identify utilities with potential
conflicts; any plans for constructing the project would include a
commitment to maintain service on significant connections such as the
water line, and Sound Transit will continue to coordinate with the District
during final design and construction.
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L-003-001

Thank you for your comment stating the City's overall support for the
project, its preferred alignment and station locations, as well as other
aspects of the project the City is encouraging. The Final EIS includes
further information about how the Preferred Alternative and other
alternatives would provide transit access and parking while maintaining
effective multimodal access and circulation around stations.

L-003-002

Thank you for providing additional details about the City's progress in
developing the Southern Gateway subarea plan and the need for
improved transit access. The added density and provision for housing
along the corridor connecting to a NE 145th Street Station are consistent
with the future patterns of growth that Sound Transit anticipates in
ridership forecasts for the project.
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L-004-001

Sound Transit appreciates the City's collaboration through the Draft EIS
preparation for the Lynnwood Link Extension and in the planning efforts
for ST3.

L-004-002

The traffic analysis around the Lynnwood Transit Center Station has
been updated for the Final EIS, including using Vissim software and
expanding the coverage area to include the intersections related to the
196th Street/Poplar Way interchange. The scope of this revised analysis
was coordinated with the City of Lynnwood, and is discussed in more
detail in the Final EIS Transportation Technical Report.

L-004-003

Section 2.8.1 of the EIS describes the separate utility of the

proposed Operations and Maintenance Satellite Facility (OMSF) under
NEPA and SEPA. Sound Transit is currently developing a separate EIS
for the OMSF, which evaluates operations and maintenance needs
across the Sound Transit district and is not focused on a specific
corridor. The Draft EIS for the OMSF was issued in May 2014.
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L-004-004

The Final EIS has updated estimates for ridership and preliminary
concepts call for even more connecting transit service when the light rail
opens. However, the forecasts take into account the patterns of
ridership that exist today, which has a fairly high number of riders
reaching the Lynnwood Transit Center using transit. In addition, the
estimated level of riders arriving by bus at the Lynnwood Transit Center
Station reflects ridership for the entire day. Park-and-ride access would
be higher during the peak period, while bus access would be higher
during midday when parking is full, as is seen in many other areas in the
Sound Transit system. The Final EIS also defines measures that would
minimize the potential for spill-over parking into surrounding areas.

L-004-005

Sound Transit, in coordination with the City of Lynnwood, developed a
modified Alternative C3, which was evaluated in the Final EIS and
defined measures that would avoid impacting the City's ability to upgrade
Lift Station 10. The property acquisition information for Alternative C3
has been updated in the Final EIS, including the error on page 4-29 of
the Draft EIS that indicated that the La Quinta Inn would be displaced.

L-004-006

The Draft EIS did not include a detailed assessment of impacts to
individual properties because any extension would need to be part of a
future ST3 program that has not yet been fully defined or

approved. While it would be speculative to identify specific properties,
particularly given the lack of information on timing, the Final EIS does
discuss under cumulative impacts the likely level of impacts that could
occur.

L-004-007
Thank you for your comment.
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L-004-008
The City's concerns for Alternative C1 are noted and are addressed in
more detail in response to your comments below.

L-004-009

Thank you for your comment. Responses to these comments are
provided where they are discussed in greater detail in your comment
letter.

L-004-010

Thank you for identifying the City's concerns with Alternative

C3; modifications of Alternative C3 developed with Lynnwood staff have
reduced impacts on the block east of 44th Avenue W and improved the
light rail station/transit center connection. This modified Alternative C3 is
evaluated in the Final EIS.

L-004-011
The Final EIS incorporates and examines in detail Alternative C3
Modified, which was developed in coordination with the City.

L-004-012

The Draft EIS did not include a detailed assessment of impacts to
individual properties because any extension would need to be part of a
future ST3 program that has not yet been fully defined or approved. It
would be speculative to identify specific future properties for acquisition
and displacement, particularly given the lack of information on timing and
the potential that future projects could involve alternatives that avoid the
next property or properties. However, the Final EIS does discuss under
cumulative impacts the likely level of impacts that could occur for each
alternative. This includes the modified Alternative C3, which avoids
some of the properties of concern to the City.
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L-004-013

An analysis was conducted regarding the capacity of local bus service to
accomodate the increased demand, and it was determined that buses
would not be overloaded. Also, while Sound Transit does not have
authority over funding for improvements to local bus transit service,
Sound Transit will coordinate with Community Transit in the development
of appropriate modifications to local bus service to best accommodate
demand at the station. Regarding traffic arriving from points north of
Lynnwood, an updated analysis has been performed using
microsimulation to better capture congested conditions, which is
reflected in the Final EIS.
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L-004-014
The Final EIS has been revised to change "Town Center" to "City
Center."

L-004-015

The comment appears to state the purpose and need as it was
published; it is unclear what other language the City is proposing. Sound
Transit is retaining the purpose and need as it was published in the Draft
EIS; the current purpose and need reflects public input from two scoping
periods that were held prior to the Draft EIS development.

L-004-016

As described above (per Section 2.8.1 of the Draft EIS), the Link
Operations and Maintenance Satellite Facility (OMSF) is a separate
project that would support the Lynnwood Link Extension as well as East
Link and other ongoing system growth. The separate OMSF Draft EIS
published in May 2014 evaluated the impacts from alternative locations
for that facility. The Final EIS for the Lynnwood Link Extension has been
revised to note the opposition of the City and the School District to the
site.

L-004-017

The intent of Table 2-1C was to convey design features and potential
impacts for the Draft EIS alternatives, and did not attempt to speculate
about possible impacts or conflicts with potential future planning efforts
related to the Long-Range Plan or future development projects that have
not yet been defined. Potential property impacts associated with the
proposed Alternative C3 are discussed in the Draft EIS in Chapter 4
(Section 4.1 Acquisitions, Displacement, and Relocation). Table 1-4.1.3
in Appendix I-4.1 Acquisitions, Displacements, and Relocations identifies
five parcels that could potentially be affected by the tail track under
Alternative C3.
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Sound Transit assessed TOD potential within station areas based on
four key factors: existing conditions, transit-supportive plans and policies,
station access, and potential development opportunities. Among the
three Lynnwood alternatives, some minor differences were noted in the
assessment. However, these differences were not significant enough to
warrant a change in the overall rating and therefore ratings were similar
for all alternatives.

Through coordination with the City of Lynnwood, Sound Transit
developed a modification to the alignment proposed under Alternative
C3. The revised alignment is a component of the Preferred Alternative,
which relocates the tail tracks to run directly south of Alderwood Mall
Boulevard, preserving the majority of the block east of 44th Avenue W.
In Section 4.2.4 of the Final EIS, a comparison of the TOD potential will
be revised to include the modified alignment. In addition to analysis of
the new alignment under the Preferred Alternative, the Final EIS revisits
the TOD assessment performed for the Draft EIS.

L-004-018

The decision to treat the OMSF as a project with independent utility was
made by FTA in conjunction with Sound Transit, but the two projects
have continued to disclose their combined impacts in cumulative effects
discussions. Sound Transit recognizes the City's concerns with the
Lynnwood OMSF site, but comments about that project are being
addressed through that project's separate process. As such, this project
has no influence over the OMSF EIS schedule; the OMSF Draft EIS was
published in May 2014.
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L-004-019

Sound Transit generally does not support the use of on-street parking or
parking in privately owned lots for transit users, although some private lot
use is used by other transit agencies in the region. The parking analysis
was performed to determine the current parking utilization in the area,
and to see if there would be potential for hide-and-ride parking impacts.
As described in the Draft EIS, if there are impacts, mitigation measures,
such as adding parking zones and monitoring private lots, could be used
to minimize the potential for hide-and-ride parking. Section 3.6 of the
Final EIS specifically identifies the mitigation measures Sound Transit
proposes to apply.

L-004-020
The analysis has been expanded to include the 1-5/196th Street/Poplar
Way interchange to better determine impacts.

L-004-021

Additional analysis has been performed to evaluate additional parking at
the Lynnwood Transit Center Station. Long-term parking impacts are
examined in Section 3.2.7 in the Draft EIS.

L-004-022
Issues related specifically to the OMSF are being addressed through that
project's independent EIS review process.
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L-004-023
The sentence will be updated as suggested.

L-004-024

The Final EIS Chapter 3 includes updated analysis of the project's
impacts related to trips to the Lynnwood Transit Center Station and park-
and-ride, including the intersections of 200th with 40th Avenue W, 44th
Avenue W, and 48th Avenue W. The Preferred Alternative includes
street widening and intersection improvements as part of its definition,
which addresses impacts previously described in the Draft EIS for

all alternatives.

L-004-025

In responses above, Sound Transit has addressed the reasons why the
impacts of potential future extensions are not identified in detail in the
Draft EIS; the potential effects of possible ST3 projects are discussed in
the Final EIS, but it remains premature to identify possible impacts to
specific properties.

For the acquisitions information, the properties identified in Section 4.1
Acquisitions, Displacements and Relocation and in the related appendix
are accurate; the hotel was incorrectly identified as a displacement in
Section 4.2 Land Use, and this has been corrected for the Final EIS.
However, the level of impacts by alternative, as well as the proposed
mitigation measures, remain otherwise accurate, and the information in
the Draft EIS gave an appropriate basis for public review and discussion
of the alternatives under consideration. The Draft EIS notes that the
parcel-level impacts are based on conceptual designs, and any
properties required for the project would be covered by Sound Transit
commitments to conduct property acquisition activities in accordance
with state and federal law.
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L-004-026

Thank you for identifying these additional projects for consideration in
the cumulative effects analysis. Appendix H in the Draft EIS did include
the 196th widening project, but did not include the other three projects
that you mentioned. The Final EIS now reflects these projects in
Appendix H.

L-004-027

Sound Transit has worked with Lynnwood staff to define the modification
to Alternative C3 to address concerns about the original alternative.
Those modifications are evaluated in the Final EIS, and do not conflict
with the current footprint of the lift station facility. However, in response
to the City's concerns, Sound Transit will coordinate further design and
construction for Alternative C3 so as not to preclude or conflict with the
City's ability to expand the capacity of the lift station. At this time, the City
does not have detailed designs for the expansion, and initial
conversations with the staff have indicated that expansion would involve
equipment upgrades more than a physical expansion of the facility's
footprint. However, consistent with mitigation measures described in
Section 4.15.5, this coordinated approach to final design and
construction would address potential conflicts.

Floodplains within the project area, and in the vicinity of Alternative
C3, were discussed in Section 4.9.2 in the Draft EIS.

L-004-028

The Economic Development Plan has been added to the discussion of
adopted plans and policies. The other documents are not directly related
to land use plans and policies adopted by the City, so they were not
added to the Final EIS. The purpose of the land use review is to identify
potential conflicts with existing land use plans. The suggested edits to
the text in Section 4.2.1 were made in the Final EIS. The TOD potential
report did not include specific property impacts. This assessment has
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been updated in a separate document that continues to be referenced in
the Final EIS.

L-004-029

The Draft EIS noted that the elevated light rail structure above the
parking lot would change the character and user experience of this area
of the park, as discussed in the Scriber Creek Park evaluation in Section
4.17.2 of the Draft EIS.

The use of Conservation Futures Funds for property acquisition creates
a requirement for review and approval by the original funding jurisdiction
if the property is transferred for a different use. Approval of a transfer
typically requires mitigation. These requirements were taken into
consideration in the selection of the Preferred Alternative and the
process to identify mitigation for impacts. However, as noted in several
chapters of the Final EIS, Section 4(f) impacts related to the park would
not allow Alternative C1 to be approved by FTA without modifying the
alternative to either avoid the park or reach agreement with the City that
the impacts are minor.

L-004-030

The Draft EIS discussion did address noise effects to the park on page
4-241, although it noted that FTA's definition of a noise sensitive property
would not place the park as highly noise sensitive given the lack of quiet
in the park today, and that park activities did not require quiet. However,
for the Final EIS, the park has been identified as noise sensitive,
consistent with the OMSF project Draft EIS and futher discussions with
the City. Noise mitigation to be applied for nearby residences (which are
noise sensitive) would also help reduce noise levels within the

park. Construction activities affecting the park were noted on the same
page in the Draft EIS, and the Final EIS more specifically mentions noise
as one of the common types of construction period impacts.
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L-004-031
This text was revised for the Final EIS generally as suggested.

L-004-032
Sound Transit's noise mitigation commitments, described in Section 4.6,
address potential noise impacts.

L-004-033

Text has been added to the Final EIS to revise the parcels that would be
affected and to revise the statement regarding land use patterns and
development character.

L-004-034

Sound Transit's TOD policy was considered in the development of TOD
potential for the project, which was referenced in the Draft EIS. Sound
Transit assessed TOD potential within station areas based on four key
factors: existing conditions, transit-supportive plans and policies, station
access, and potential development opportunities. Sound Transit has
considered the City's comments and a comparison of TOD potential will
be revised to include the modified Alternative C3. In addition to analysis
of the new alignment under the Preferred Alternative, the Final EIS
revisits the TOD assessment performed for the Draft EIS.

L-004-035

As noted above, the evaluation of TOD was documented in a supporting
planning document and was used in the EIS primarily as a means for
weighing the potential magnitude of future changes in land use if a
station were built. Among the three Lynnwood alternatives, some minor
differences were noted in the assessment. However, these differences
were not significant enough to warrant a change in the overall rating and
therefore ratings were similar for all alternatives. Sound Transit has
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considered the City's comments as well as other design updates and the
Final EIS revisits the TOD assessment performed for the Draft EIS.

L-004-036

Sound Transit has considered the comments by the City and others and
has updated the text for the Final EIS to remove the incorrect reference
to the hotel property. The text also now references the City's concerns
about impacts to the densely zoned block. However, Sound Transit's
conclusions in the EIS regarding the potential for overall land use
impacts of the alternative remains similar to the characterization in the
Draft EIS. Alternative C3 would not preclude all development on the
block, and its other land use impacts are less than the impacts of either
Alternative C1 or C2 because it avoids properties along 52nd Avenue
and south of 200th Street SW.

TOD potential was one of the aspects of land use change considered in
the Draft EIS, but existing uses, land use patterns, adopted plans and
policies, and future planned uses are all considered. The City's
comment characterizing the Alternative C3 station location as remote
overstates the differences in the location of the alternatives and their
proximity to other uses, as well as related benefits, but the modified
Alternative C3 Sound Transit has developed in coordination with the City
does place the station location closer to the city center core.

L-004-037

Section 4.3.2 of the Draft EIS evaluated the direct impacts to one
business that would need to be acquired and displaced under Alternative
C3. Inthe Final EIS, the Preferred Alternative modifies Alternative C3 by
minimizing the amount of acquisition required within the triangular block
east of 44th Avenue West, north of Interstate 5, and south of Alderwood
Mall Boulevard. This area has been identified by the City of Lynnwood as
an area planned for future high-density development. Alternative C3
Modified, designed with input from the City of Lynnwood, places the tail
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track adjacent to and immediately south of Alderwood Mall Boulevard
without bisecting the triangular block. The realignment of the tail track
minimizes impacts to future redevelopment of parcels within this
triangular block by minimizing acquisitions. The revenue potential related
to future redevelopment has not been analyzed in the EIS due to the
speculative nature of the size, type, and timing of future development.
Any future extension of the Link light rail system north of Lynnwood
could continue from the tail track section while paralleling Alderwood
Mall Boulevard, also minimizing impacts to revenue potential.

L-004-038

Although the Draft EIS noted that the impacts would be higher, the Final
EIS has been revised to note that the construction of the two projects
could be sequential and extend the duration and severity of the impacts.

L-004-039

Section 4.3.5 of the Final EIS has been revised to state that "the Link
Operations and Maintenance Satellite Facility and the larger
transportation projects would have similar or greater capital construction
expenditures and construction multiplier effects on the regional
economy..."

Section 4.3.5 of the Draft EIS does acknowledge that the Link
Operations and Maintenance Satellite Facility would also displace some
of the opportunities for increased development and redevelopment
potential adjacent to stations. Section 4.3.5 of the Draft EIS also
acknowledges the potential loss of additional property tax revenue to the
City of Lynnwood due to the construction of the Lynnwood Link
Extension and the Link Operations and Maintenance Satellite Facility
Project.

Increased long-term employment at the Link Operations and
Maintenance Satellite Facility during operation would be quantified as
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part of the separate NEPA/SEPA analysis being performed for that
project.

L-004-040

The Final EIS evaluates potential adverse impacts on the Cedar Valley
Grange Hall and the Interurban Railway. The Cedar Valley Grange Hall
was added to Figure 4.4-4C, Community Facilities Within 0.5 Mile of
Light Rail Alternatives. The Hall Lake Church Camp was not

evaluated because it is not an existing community facility. In order to be
eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places, a property
must meet one of several criteria and possess integrity of location,
design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling and association. The
Cedar Valley Grange Hall lacks integrity of location, setting, design,
materials and feeling. It has been altered with a prominent front entry
addition, which changes the design, as well as replacement cladding and
window sash made of modern materials. Its setting and location have
also been changed. Therefore, FTA determined, and the State Historic
Preservation Officer (SHPO) concurred, that it is not eligible for listing in
the NRHP. The Cultural, Archaeological, and Historic Resources
Technical Report notes that this property has an historic importance to
the City of Lynnwood. Due to the local importance of the Cedar Valley
Grange, Section 4.4.2 of the Final EIS was revised to evaluate potential
impacts to this community facility, but concludes it will not be affected by
the proposed light rail project.

The Interurban Trail is evaluated for historic significance in the Final EIS,
but the analysis determined it lacks integrity of design, materials,
workmanship and feeling. It is a paved bicycle and pedestrian trail that
retains none of the elements of its original use, such as rails, ties,
concrete abutments or other related facilities. Therefore, the trail does
not convey the historic significance of the rail line. Accordingly, FTA
determined, and the SHPO concurred, that the trail is not eligible for
listing in the NRHP. Due to its importance in the community, Section 4.4

Page 38



Lynnwood Link Extension
2013 Draft EIS Comments and Responses

Social Impacts, Community Facilities, and Neighborhoods and Section
4.17 Parks and Recreation Resources evaluate potential adverse
impacts on the Interurban Trail.

At Hall Lake, no remnant of the saw mill that was originally at this site
remains. There are several small houses that may be related to the
Church of the Nazarene's Hall Lake camp. However, all of these
buildings have been altered and they no longer retain integrity of design,
materials and workmanship. For this reason, FTA determined, and the
SHPO concurred, that the buildings are not eligible for listing in the
NRHP. The Cultural, Archaeological, and Historic Resources Technical
Report notes that this property has an historic importance to the City of
Lynnwood. Due to this local importance, Section 4.4.2 of the Final EIS
was revised to evaluate impacts on the lake and concludes the lake will
not be affected by the proposed light rail.

As discussed in Section 4.5, Sound Transit will develop design criteria
for light rail stations featuring a consistent architectural theme that could
include details related a community’s settlement, historic resources, or
nearby community facilities. Preliminary concepts for station designs will
be developed with input from local jurisdictions and WSDOT, and will be
vetted with the public. Sound Transit's station design standards will
promote visual unity in the station areas.

L-004-041

The discussion of potential long-term impacts (Section 4.4.2) and
construction impacts (Section 4.4.3) was expanded to provide more
detail on impacts to parklands under each of the three Segment C
alternatives.The comment indicates that the discussion of long-term
impacts in Section 4.4.2 should have addressed impacts of the ST3
extension. Such impacts would not be directly related to improvements
proposed for the Lynnwood Link Extension, because the ST3 extension
is a separate project that is independent of improvements associated
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with the Lynnwood Link Extension. As such, discussions of these
potential impacts should not be addressed in Section 4.4.2, Long-Term
Impacts. However, Section 4.4.5, Cumulative Impacts, has been revised
to incorporate additional discussion addressing these potential impacts.
Additional discussion of potential cumulative impacts associated with the
ST3 extension was also included for each of the elements of the
environment discussed in Chapter 4 of the Final EIS. The comment
indicates there is inconsistent discussion of potential environmental
impacts in Section 4.2.4, Land Use and Section 4.4.4, Social Impacts,
Community Facilities, and Neighborhoods regarding the potential for
transit-oriented development to occur around the proposed transit
stations. The text in Section 4.4.4 was revised to be consistent with
language in Section 4.2.4 and reflect that the overall TOD potential in the
Lynnwood Transit Center Station area would be strong compared to
moderate to strong in the Mountlake Terrace Station area and limited for
the station areas in Shoreline and north Seattle.

L-004-042

42. Table 4-5-1, Alternative C3. The City commented that the impact
should be "high" for the existing commercial and planned high intensity
mixed use, including multi-family. No change in the low to medium rating
is proposed. The existing low visual quality rating on page 4-72 is based
on the City's description of the area in the City Center Subarea Plan as
"the dominant visual image is wide barren streets, enormous parking
lots, signs and strip shopping centers. There is no sense of a center..."
and "the general atmosphere is chaotic, congested and devoid of any
character ..." The low impact rating is based on a change from the
existing condition. A moderate impact rating is based on consideration
of the future character of high intensity development provided for in the
subarea plan and zoning. The projected intensity of development with
Floor Area Ratios of 8-10 in the core and 3-5 outside of the core and
building height in the core of 15 to 34 stories and 5 to 13 stories outside,
will render the scale of the proposed elevated light rail system in
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Alternative C3 a relatively minor element within a complex and diverse
urban setting.

43. Visual Impacts, Indirect and Secondary Impacts, page 4-89. The City
commented that landscaping is not adequate for the tail track in
Alternative C3 for mitigation of impacts to a high density zone. As
indicated above, the light rail elevated system is anticipated to be just
one element of a very high intensity and diverse setting. The reference
to landscaping on page 4-89 is in reference to light rail stations providing
a focus for mixed use development with landscaping and other visual
amenities developed as an integrated part of the new developments.

44, Visual Impacts, Cumulative Impacts, pages 4-89 to 90. The City
requested language similar to Northgate. Additional discussion of the
intensity and scale of planned mixed use development in the Lynnwood
City Center has been added to the Final EIS.

45. Visual Impacts, Potential Mitigation Measures, page 4-93. The City
supports landscaping near homes along 52nd Avenue and suggest
consideration of earthen berms, coniferous trees, and landscaping for
200th Street and 44th Avenue. The discussion of landscaping on pages
4-91 to 4-93 includes concepts that may be applied as designs are
further developed. The text notes that it may take 15 to 20 years for
plants to grow large enough to screen large facilities and 30 to 50 years
to provide the same functions as existing mature vegetation.

L-004-043

46. 4.7.3 Noise and Vibration. Sound Transit analyzed the properties
along the tail tracks in the Draft EIS. Although the hotel property is
considered an FTA land use category 2 for noise impact analysis, the
noise analysis does not indicate that there will be impacts significant
enough to require specific mitigation at that location. See the Draft EIS
Section 4.7.3 for the discussion on operational impacts of the project.
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Impacts along the tail tracks are not likely due to the slow speed of the
train on the trail tracks. If impacts are identified, noise walls would be
considered as the primary form of mitigation.

47. 4.7.6 Noise and Vibration. See above response to comment #46 on
the tail track. For permitted/approved developments with sensitive
uses, Sound Transit performed an analysis as if the property were in
place and considered mitigation where impacts were identified. Areas
that are zoned for mixed uses but with no permitted or approved
developments were evaluated based on their existing use. For the Final
EIS, Sound Transit's updates included a review of permitted
developments.

L-004-044

Any noise mitigation measures that are necessary for compliance with
the FTA and Sound Transit's Mitigation Policy will be part of the Record
of Decision and therefore will be included in the project when
constructed.

L-004-045

49. 4.8.1 Affected Environment. The description of the affected
environment has been expanded to include more information about
wildlife use of the Scriber Creek wetland complex. More detailed
information about vegetation and wildlife resources in the study area can
be found in the Ecosystem Resources Technical Report. Potential
effects related to wildlife viewing opportunities are discussed on page 4-
220 of the Draft EIS, in the analysis of effects on Parks and Recreational
Resources.

50. 4.8.2 Long Term Impacts. Potential impacts related to changes in
the flood storage capacity of the Scriber Creek floodplain are discussed
on page 4-156 of the Draft EIS, in the analysis of effects on Water
Resources. Potential impacts to the stream channel will be addressed
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through the various local, state, and federal permitting processes for this
project. For those permits, the stream area that may be impacted by the
Preferred Alternative will be identified by delineating the ordinary high
water mark (OHWM) of the stream. In low-gradient streams with multiple
channels (such as Scriber Creek within the wetland complex in the study
area), the OHWM typically encompasses a greater area than the bankfull
stream channel. In other words, impacts within the OHWM represent a
conservative estimate of stream channel impacts. The impact analyses
in the Final EIS reflect the results of these delineations.

51. 4.8.2 Long Term Impacts. Discussions of potential long-term
impacts of lighting and noise on wildlife appear on pages 4-135 and 4-
136 of the Draft EIS. The analysis in the Final EIS includes additional
information about potential effects related to changes in the amounts of
noise, lighting, and human activity in the study area, including the Scriber
Creek wetland complex.

L-004-046

Section 4.8.5 (page 4-144) of the Draft EIS states that Sound Transit is
considering a Link Operations and Maintenance Satellite Facility in the
same area as the Edmonds School District master plan. It also states
that one or both of these projects may include loss or degradation of
vegetation, wildlife habitat, streams, wetlands, and associated buffers.
The Ecosystem Resources and Utilities sections do not state that the
potential impacts are the same.

L-004-047

53. 4.9.1 Water Resources Affected Environment. The scope of this
study focuses only on Scriber Creek because it is located within the
proposed project footprint. A brief discussion of the system downstream
of Scriber Creek, which includes Swamp Creek, is included for context
only. The project would not discharge within the Swamp Creek TMDLs
regulated reach; therefore, discussion of its TMDL is beyond the scope
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of this study.

54. 4.5.5 Cumulative Impacts (assuming comment pertains to 4.9.2
Water Resources Long-Term Impacts). The language in the Final EIS
will be updated to clarify that the proposed project would result in more
stormwater runoff generated by non-pollution-generating surfaces and
less generated by pollution-generating surfaces compared to the existing
condition.

L-004-048

Shaft foundations for Segment C will be completed using cased drilling
techniques and methods for placing concrete without the need for
dewatering.

Detention facilities are planned in Segment C. If possible, they will be
designed to be above the water table. If this is not feasible, dewatering
would be necessary for construction of these facilities. The water
removed from the excavations would be handled according to the
guidelines specified by Washington State Department of Ecology
(Stormwater Management Manual for Western Washington).

Section 4.11.3 of the Draft EIS notes that if dewatering is required,
methods to reduce settlement from dewatering could include using
localized dewatering, reinjecting groundwater, using sheet piles for
groundwater cutoff, or underpinning nearby structures.

L-004-049

The Final EIS discussion of impacts related to the pump station has
been updated; Sound Transit appreciates the additional detail on the
City's expansion plans.

L-004-050
Please see response to comment L-004-040 above.
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L-004-051

Although parking is an important component of the access plan for the
Lynnwood Transit Center Station, the project's ability to meet the
purpose and need does not rest solely on providing parking at levels that
might satisfy unconstrained demand. The project would continue to
provide speed and reliability benefits to travelers, and it would also
encourage higher density development in the surrounding area, which
would encourage more biking and walking to reach transit. Community
Transit and Sound Transit would also continue to develop and expand
service in the area, which could further reduce reliance on the
automobile. Sound Transit believes the Draft EIS evaluation of
alternatives continued to convey the primary factors distinguishing the
alternatives.

Sound Transit will be applying to FTA for New Starts funding and will
comply with the August 2013 New Starts and Small Starts Evaluation
Rating and Process Final Policy Guidance. Two project justification
criteria are related to TOD: economic development effects and land use.
Sound Transit will follow FTA's guidance to prepare and submit the
required documentation. This effort is not part of the EIS process.

L-004-052

The information regarding property acquisitions in the table of the Draft
EIS was accurate. The City has identified an error in Section 4.2 (Land
Use) of the Draft EIS that misnamed a single property, but all of the other
discussions about properties impacted, including displacements of
businesses and employees, were accurate. However, the evaluation
has been updated for the Final EIS to specifically note the City's
concerns about impacts to the block east of 44th Avenue.
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Sound Transit appreciates the City's efforts to engage the community
in reviewing the alternatives under consideration.

L-005-002

For the Final EIS, Sound Transit has examined the properties acquired
through the Conservation Futures program. If Sound Transit were to
proceed with the conversion of part of a property purchased through the
program, the agency would meet the replacement requirements as part
of its acquisition process.
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L-005-003

Sound Transit appreciates the summary of comment issues raised
regarding Segment C Alternatives during the City's forums; these are
similar to the comments Sound Transit formally received during the
scoping period. Chapter 7 of the Final EIS summarizes common
comments and responses. Responses to comments from individual
parties that submitted remarks to Sound Transit on the Draft EIS are
provided in the Final EIS Appendix P.
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L-006-001

Thank you for submitting the comments received by the City; these
comments overlapped with comments Sound Transit received directly,
but where they were unique, Sound Transit created a separate entry and
responded directly in Appendix P of the Final EIS.
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L-007-001
Thank you for your comments and efforts in working on the initial
development of the Lynnwood Link Extension.

L-007-002
Thank you for your comment stating support for the Lynnwood Link
Extension.

L-007-003

Thank you for your comment stating your station preferences and
reasons for wanting stations at NE 145th and NE 185th Streets and
reasons for not wanting a station at NE 155th Street. Sound Transit also
appreciates the City of Shoreline's willingness to plan around the
proposed stations with an emphasis on multimodal access.
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L-007-004
Thank you for your comment stating a preference for Alternative A3,
Option 2 for the proposed station at NE 145th Street.

L-007-005
Thank you for your comment stating a preference for Alternative Al,
Option 1 for the proposed station at NE 185th Street.

L-007-006

The City's preferences for a Segment A alternative are noted and the
letter as well as a summary of the comments were given to the Sound
Transit Board after the close of the comment period. The Final EIS
includes supporting documentation on proposed modifications in
interchange areas. The Transportation Technical Report has further
details on the transportation issues in the interchange areas.

L-007-007

Sound Transit is developing the project and its stations to be easily
accessible by a variety of modes, and the agency has developed design
requirements emphasizing factors including safety, convenience, and
comfort for patrons; as the project moves beyond preliminary
engineering and into final design, Sound Transit will continue to
coordinate with the City in developing station designs.

L-007-008

Sound Transit appreciates the City's review of the EIS and for its
collaboration in planning the Lynnwood Link Extension. Responses to
the City of Shoreline's detailed comments follow.
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L-007-009

While some details of the mitigation agreements with the City will depend
on final design details, the Final EIS continues to state the impact that
Sound Transit's project would create compared to No Action, and it
defines Sound Transit's mitigation commitment to achieve future year
conditions or better than with the No Build Alternative. While Sound
Transit is committed to working with the City to develop solutions that
could improve conditions that would be better than under the No Build
Alternative, Sound Transit does not accept sole responsiblity for making
transportation system improvements at locations that would be below
standards even with the No Build Alternative alone. The Final EIS
(Section 3.6) includes further details for the Preferred Alternative on how
impacts related to stations will be mitigated, and it also has updated the
analysis at a number of locations in response to other comments from
the City. This section also explains how Sound Transit will coordinate
with the City as the project advances, and how Sound Transit could
partner with the City to incorporate the Lynnwood Link Extension's
proposed improvements and mitigations within projects that the City itself
might pursue to address future transportation demands related to its own
anticipated growth.

L-007-010

Section 2.6 of the Draft EIS described Sound Transit's Environmental
Practices and Commitments, which are directly related to how Sound
Transit's design standards, applicable local agency design standards,
and permitting processes will be used as the project progresses through
final design and into construction. The section notes, "Sound Transit will
work collaboratively with other jurisdictions to comply with all required
permits and approvals needed for construction and operation.”

L-007-011
Sound Transit appreciates the comments on growth levels from the City,
noting that the original Draft EIS assumptions for station area
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developments were developed in coordination with the City. For the Final
EIS analysis Sound Transit met with the City to update the assumptions
on growth levels. Sound Transit also updated the traffic volumes to
include traffic from the proposed Point Wells development. In addition to
making these localized adjustments, the forecasts were updated relative
to more recent population and employment growth assumptions
produced by PSRC and to reflect growth in other areas. Updated
analysis of the NE 185th Street Station area and other locations,
including the impacts and related mitigation, are documented in the Final
EIS and the Transportation Technical Report.

L-007-012

175th at Meridian: An analysis of construction-related impacts was
conducted as part of the Draft EIS and, as noted in the comments,
specific mitigation was not proposed at this intersection. The Final EIS
contains a refined analysis of construction-related impacts and assesses
potential impacts at this intersection. The analysis of traffic impacts
during the permanent configuration was also revisited for the area
around the NE 185th Street Station, including the intersection of NE
175th Street/Meridian Avenue. This location was not identified

for mitigation as part of the project, however.

Cut through traffic: In Chapter 3, Transportation, Section 3.6 of the
Draft EIS, Sound Transit acknowledges the need to mitigate cut-through
traffic and states that the mitigation would be determined in conjunction
with local jurisdictions. The Final EIS Chapter 3, Section 3.6, identifies
mitigation measures Sound Transit has identified to minimize the
potential for cut-through traffic impacts, including neighborhood traffic
control strategies that can be implemented in collaboration with the
City.

L-007-013
Sound Transit agrees that effective transit connections to the stations is
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very important, and appreciates the City of Shoreline's interest in
developing its own Transit Integration Plan to also consider citywide
routes and services. Chapter 3 of the EIS describes the transit
integration planning process that Sound Transit anticipates for the
project as part of the later operational planning steps, working with King
County, Community Transit, and the local jurisdictions. The City's policy
statements would certainly help support that process, but the transit
agencies already have established service planning steps that they must
follow in making service adjustments, and levels of service also depend
on available revenues for local service. Sound Transit's own service
adjustment changes also have a defined process, and are made under
the authority of the Sound Transit Board. Sound Transit looks forward to
working collaboratively with the City and the other transit

agencies during the transit integration process for the project overall,

but a separate agreement with the City to direct future service planning
is not consistent with the process defined for the project and used for
previous projects implemented by the agency.

L-007-014

Sound Transit agrees that safe and convenient access to the stations is
important. Sound Transit will work with the City during final design

to develop the detailed design for the project.

L-007-015

The Draft EIS did not identify transit priority as a mitigation measure
separate from other measures that could be considered to address
congestion the project could cause in station areas. Transit priority
continues to be noted as a supporting improvement that could be made
in partnership with the City of Shoreline, King County Metro, and
Community Transit, but it is not specifically part of the proposed project.
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L-007-016

While design details would be further developed during final design,
Sound Transit will coordinate with the City and with Washington State
Department of Transportation (WSDOT) for the design and
reconstruction of the bridge, and will conform with the applicable
standards, permits, and approvals required by the City and WSDOT.
The anticipated minimum bridge width would be 14 feet, consistent with
WSDOT Design Manual 1510.14(1), but a wider width could be
considered. Facilities would be ADA compatible, replace

existing connections, and would meet other safety

and security requirements and facility design standards. Other beneficial
uses would also be considered, such as providing additional
replacement vegetation for areas that must be cleared for the project.

L-007-017

Sound Transit will continue to work with the City to meet permitting
requirements during the project's final design and permitting stages, but
believes that the EIS analysis provides a reasonable basis for
determining transportation impact levels for the stations individually as
well as the project overall. On other Sound Transit projects, some
jurisdictions have adopted the SEPA EIS and included supplemental
information for intersection operations with final design details, or added
nearer term or year-of-opening traffic projections.

L-007-018

Sound Transit will minimize site distance constraints to extent possible
consistent with Design Criteria manual. However, left turns from side
streets or driveways under the elevated guideway would likely be
restricted and rerouted to the nearest signalized intersection for left turns
or U-turns. The Final EIS clarifies the previous statement on sight
distances.
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L-007-019

Comment acknowledged. As noted previously, Sound Transit will work
with the City during final design and permitting to address these detailed
design questions.

L-007-020

The conceptual design for the project considers the potential for planned
improvements along I-5, as outlined in the Compatibility Report
described in Chapter 2, which was developed by Sound Transit and
WSDOT, and which anticipates an additional two lanes to be added to I-
5 in this area in the future.

L-007-021

As noted previously, Sound Transit is committed to consulting with local
jurisdictions to successfully meet the conditions required to permit the
project. The Final EIS provides additional detail for mitigation measures,
including design refinements, for the project to resolve environmental
impacts.

L-007-022

Sound Transit recognizes the City's interests in the conditions of its
sidewalk system and in addressing safety concerns in its current
system. As is appropriate for an EIS that is meant to identify signficant
environmental impacts for a proposed action, the EIS would not include
a detailed inventory of sidewalk conditions around station areas,
although the Transportation Technical Report does identify gaps. A
number of the areas that are noted in the City's comments are included
in the refined design developed for the Preferred Alternative. However,
where the project does not alter existing facilities that may have current
deficiencies, particularly in areas outside the immediate station area, the
EIS continues to find that the potential for increased traffic alone does
not create a safety impact. Continued growth in traffic would occur with

Page 72



Lynnwood Link Extension
2013 Draft EIS Comments and Responses

or without the project, and the City's interest in addressing safety issues,
consistent with its Transportation Master Plan, would be present in any
case.

L-007-023

The Final EIS and its accompanying design documents have developed
further details on access features for the Preferred Alternative. However,
these designs are preliminary and details would be confirmed during final
design, in collaboration with the City, WSDOT, and transit providers. A
near-side bus stop for eastbound buses on NE 145th Street was
included in the concept design because it required one street crossing
versus two, to reach the station, but again, this configuration, as with all
other elements in station areas, reflects the major features that define
the physical footprint and operating characteristics that form the basis of
the impact analysis contained in the EIS.

L-007-024

The major features of the Preferred Alternative are described in the Final
EIS, and this includes the primary access facilities for the

stations. During final design, Sound Transit will coordinate with the City
to explore opportunities for improving station access. Some of the
specific features described in the City's comment are more detailed

than the conceptual to preliminary design developed to support the

EIS, and these features would be considered in coordination with the
City during final design.

L-007-025

The Final EIS has further details on the proposed treatment for the on-
ramp intersection. However, final decisions would follow final design, in
coordination with WSDOT, the City, and other involved agencies.
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L-007-026

Sound Transit agrees operations in this area are complex, and that final
design efforts will continue to explore the best options for ensuring
effective operations. The Final EIS Chapter 3, Transportation, and the
Transportaton Technical Report have the results of an updated analysis
of the NE 145th Street Station area using microsimulation software. This
tool was also used to evaluate the effectiveness of mitigation measures
described in the Final EIS.

L-007-027

Section 3.6, Potential Mitigation Measures of the Draft EIS, describes

a potential measure to address the impacts at these intersections. As the
Draft EIS states, Sound Transit will provide improvements as agreed to
by the local jurisdiction. Sound Transit will continue coordination with the
City of Shoreline to develop mitigation measures that are mutually
acceptable.

L-007-028

Sidewalks: Sound Transit recognizes the City’s interests in the
conditions of its sidewalk system and in addressing safety concerns in its
current system. As is appropriate for an EIS that is meant to identify
significant environmental impacts for a proposed action, the EIS would
not include a detailed inventory of sidewalk conditions around station
areas, although the Transportation Technical Report does identify gaps.
A number of the areas that are noted in the City’'s comments are
included in the refined design developed for the Preferred Alternative.
However, where the project does not alter existing facilities that may
have current deficiencies, particularly in areas outside the immediate
station area, the EIS continues to find that the potential for increased
traffic alone does not create a safety impact. Continued growth in traffic
would occur with or without the project, and the City’s interest in
addressing safety issues, consistent with its Transportation Master Plan,
would be present in any case.
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NE 185th Street Bridge: While design details would be further
developed during final design, Sound Transit will coordinate the
provision of acceptable non-motorized crossing facilities adjacent to or
part of the 185th Street Bridge if needed to facilitate access to the
station.

L-007-029

The major features of the Preferred Alternative are described in the Final
EIS, and this includes the primary access facilities for the stations.
During final design, Sound Transit will coordinate with the City to explore
opportunities for improving station access. Some of the specific features
described in the City’s comment are more detailed than the conceptual
to preliminary design developed to support the EIS, and these features
would be considered in coordination with the City during final design.

L-007-030

As the Draft EIS states, Sound Transit will provide improvements as
agreed to by the local jurisdiction. Sound Transit will continue
coordination with the City of Shoreline to develop mitigation measures
that are mutually acceptable.

NE 185th Street at 5th Avenue NE: No adverse impacts, but the
Preferred Alternative includes some improvements in the 185th Station
area.

NE 185th Street between 1st Avenue NE and 10 Avenue NE: No
adverse impacts, potential coordinated improvements are possible along
NE 185th Street between 1st Avenue NE and 10th Avenue NE.

NE 185th Street and Meridian Avenue N: The revised analysis shows
that the Project causes a failing level of service (LOS) per local
jurisdiction standards. Proposed mitigation includes adding protected-
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permissive phasing to the northbound and southbound left-turn
movements. This improves intersection operations similar to No Build
conditions.

NE 185th Street and 10th Avenue NE: The revised analysis does not
identify any adverse impacts and therefore no traffic improvements or
mitigation are identified at the NE 185th Street and 10th Avenue NE
intersection.

L-007-031

The parking supply anticipated to be needed for the transit project has
continued to be the primary consideration in the currently proposed
design. For the Preferred Alternative, Sound Transit has included a
design option for a joint use parking garage on Shoreline School District
Property at 185th Street adjacent to the Shoreline Stadium.

L-007-032

Sound Transit acknowledges the City's preference for a station at NE
145th Street over NE 155th Street, which also was noted in the Draft
EIS.

L-007-033

The alternatives featuring a NE 155th Street Station have remained in
the Final EIS, but as with the Preferred Alternative, the scope of the
proposed features are focused on station areas rather than on
improvements needed elsewhere in the transportation system where
inadequacies may currently exist. Several of the issues would involve
final design details; Sound Transit will develop final design details for the
project selected to be built in coordination with the City.

L-007-034
As noted above, the conceptual design elements for the alternatives with
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the NE 155th Street Station remain largely as discussed in the Draft
EIS. As with the Preferred Alternative, Sound Transit will develop final
design details for the project selected to be built in collaboration with the
City, WSDOT, and transit providers. All facilities would be designed to
provide safe and effective access.

L-007-035

The alternatives featuring a NE 155th Street Station have remained in
the Final EIS, but as with the Preferred Alternative, the scope of the
proposed features are focused on station areas rather than on
improvements needed elsewhere in the transportation system where
inadequacies may exist. Several of the issues would involve final design
details; Sound Transit will develop final design details for the project
selected to be built in coordination with the City.

L-007-036

Not affected by the Preferred Alternative. For the Final EIS discussion,
options to address the impact for other light rail alternatives could include
a range of measures ranging from signalization to the proposal already
included in the Draft EIS. As noted in the Draft EIS, Sound Transit would
provide the potential improvements discussed or other improvements as
agreed to by the local jurisdiction during final design.
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L-007-037
The text describing paratransit elements for the NE 155th Station has
been updated for the Final EIS.

L-007-038

The parking inventory was performed during the times when the parking
garages are assumed to have the highest utilization and the potential for
spillover parking would be greatest. The Final EIS describes the
proposed mitigation approach to address the potential for spill-

over parking.

L-007-039
The Final EIS has been updated to reflect the City's most current
adopted Comprehensive Plan Land Use policies.

L-007-040

Sound Transit will comply with the City of Shoreline tree replacement
regulations as applicable and feasible. The City of Shoreline's comments
about mitigation for loss of significant trees, including larger specimens,
as well as the incorporation of public art, are consistent with the list of
mitigation measures on Draft EIS pages 4-91 through 4-93, which
include landscaping and elements providing visual interest. Refinement
of mitigation approaches will continue through final design.
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L-007-041

For at-grade noise walls, it is normally the practice to install these walls
early in the construction process to aid in the reduction of construction
noise levels. This statement was included in the construction noise
mitigation section.

Sound Transit will work with property owners during the design,
construction, and operation phases of the project to ensure noise and
vibration impacts are mitigated to levels below FTA impact thresholds
and local criteria.

L-007-042

As noted in the Draft EIS Chapter 2, Environmental Practices and
Commitments, Sound Transit will obtain permits required under local
critical area codes, including those of the City of Shoreline, and will meet
the permit requirements. Where major compensatory mitigation
measures are known, potential sites were identified in the Draft EIS and
have been refined in the Final EIS, and the anticipated standards are
discussed, with details to be further confirmed during permitting phases
of the project.

L-007-043

Thank you for your comment pertaining to the stormwater design
manuals and the use of low-impact development (LID). Sound Transit
will abide by all applicable stormwater design standards and latest
approved manuals in the City of Shoreline code, as well as with the
updated NPDES Phase Il permit requirements. In addition, Sound
Transit requires all projects to consider LID methods as a first choice for
stormwater treatment (Design Criteria Manual, July 2012), and the
agency will continue to review the feasibility of LID strategies as part of
the project design.
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L-007-044

Sound Transit is aware of the presence of peat near Ronald Bog and
has conducted additional borings on the east side of I-5 to further define
soil and groundwater conditions in this area. Additional work and related
analysis will be conducted during final design and permitting.

L-007-045

Issue 1: Effects on fire station. Sound Transit is aware of the Fire
Department's concerns about the possible impacts of a station at

NE 155th Street on the operations of the fire station at that location. In
the design and development of a station at that location, and the
management of traffic serving the station, Sound Transit would work
closely with the Fire Department to resolve any potential conflicts with
bus and vehicle traffic to ensure that emergency response times would
be maintained both during the construction period and operation of light
rail.

Issue 2: Sound Transit Police jurisdiction. Sound Transit currently has
several years of experience working in coordination with the public safety
providers of local jurisdictions to ensure the safety and security of the
public and to reduce redundancies. The Draft EIS discussed Sound
Transit's security force, and states that final station designs will
incorporate crime prevention through environmental design principles to
deter criminal activity and to make station areas safer and more secure.

Issue 3: Open air stations need to have personnel actively patrolling the
facilities and buses serving the stations at all times. Sound Transit now
has several years of experience with safety and security across all
modes, and is confident that its operating systems are appropriate to
ensure the personal and physical safety of its passengers. Sound Transit
is currently centralizing its video and alarm monitoring system across all
modes, including vehicles and stations, and constantly reviews its
operations to ensure passenger safety.
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Issue 4: Safety and security in design of station and other facilities.
Sound Transit integrates Crime Prevention Through Environmental
Design (CPTED), as included in Section 4.14.2 in the Draft EIS, in the
design of all its facilities. All station platforms, including elevated
platforms, are designed to accommodate emergency response and to be
able to safely evacuate trains and platforms in the event of an incident.
Design and security measures are used to prevent access to areas not
intended for rider use.

L-007-046

Geographic Information System (GIS) data on the 24-inch-diameter
water line crossing at NE 185th Street confirms that this water line is a
Seattle Public Utility water line. It was incorrectly identified in the Utility
Conflict Matrix as a Shoreline Water District water line and this was
updated for the Final EIS. As the Draft EIS states in Section 4.15.2,
Sound Transit will coordinate with the utilities to confirm and resolve
potential conflicts. Sound Transit will also continue to work with utility
providers to minimize any potential service interruptions (Section 4.15.5
Mitigation).

L-007-047

The Final EIS notes Sound Transit's commitment to working with the City
and King County to address Forward Thrust requirements as they apply
to the park, and to help the City identify appropriate property to acquire
for parks use as compensatory mitigation. Potential replacement
property options have been described in the Final EIS. Additional
coordination with the City is reflected in the Final EIS.

L-007-048
Bullet 1 (Should the NE 185th...) With the Preferred Alternative the NE
185th Street bridge would not be rebuilt, although some access
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modifications for pedestrians may be added; there would be no full
closure. For Alternative Al, the Transportation Technical Report
incorrectly stated in Table 6-1 for Alternative Al that the bridge would be
fully closed for 9-12 months. This error has been revised to indicate that
one lane of the bridge would be closed in each direction for 1 month, as
stated in the Draft EIS on page 3-44 and in Table 3-24.

Bullet 2 (Reconstruction or improvements...) The Draft EIS states
construction of NE 185th Street would be staged or staggered (Section
3.3 page 3-43).

Bullet 3 Sound Transit will involve the City in the development and
review of final design details, including construction plans.

Bullet 4 Agreements associated with the next phases of the project will
be negotiated as the project moves forward.

Bullet 5 Mitigation for bus service during construction was described in
section 3.6.9 of the Draft EIS (page 3-55), and more detail on the degree
of mitigation for the specific stations and routes has been included in
Section 3.6 of the Final EIS for the Preferred Alternative.

Bullet 6 The Draft EIS, Section 3.6.9 Arterials and Local Streets, states
that if access to the property cannot be maintained, the specific
construction activity would be reviewed to determine if it could occur
during non-business hours, or if the parking spaces and users of this
access (for example, deliveries) could be provided at an alternative
location.

Bullet 7 (noise from construction...) Section 4.7.7 of the Draft EIS
describes potential mitigation measures for construction-generated
noise. Specifically, Section 4.4.7 states that noise mitigation would be
implemented in order to meet local regulatory requirements, noise
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ordinances, and permit and variance conditions.

Bullet 8 (Construction equipment..) Sound Transit will repair any public
rights-of-way at Sound Transit work sites that are damaged during
construction to substantially the same condition.

Bullet 9 Sound Transit recognizes the importance of Thornton Creek,
and the project will abide by all applicable federal, state, and local
environmental laws and regulations. Sound Transit’s policy [Executive
Order No. 1, Establishing a Sustainability Initiative for Sound Transit
(2007)] on ecosystem mitigation is to avoid impacts on environmentally
sensitive resources to the maximum extent practicable and to provide
adequate mitigation to ensure no net loss of ecosystem function and
acreage as a result of agency projects. The Lynnwood Link Extension
would mitigate impacts on ecosystem resources in accordance with the
mitigation sequencing requirements established by NEPA, the Clean
Water Act, and local critical areas ordinances.

L-007-049

Thank you for enclosing the City's earlier letter to Sound Transit
expressing its views on the range of alternatives the Sound Transit
Board was considering for the Draft EIS. Because this letter predates the
Draft EIS, no detailed responses are provided here.
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L-008-001
Thank you for your observations on Alternative B1.

L-008-002

Thank you for stating your preference for Alternative B2 or B2A. A
modified version of Alternative B2 is part of the Preferred Alternative.
The modification shifts the alignment west to avoid impacts to the 1-5
ramps. The Final EIS also includes an optional station south of 220th
Street SW and a 200-car surface parking lot on the site of the former
Melody High School.

L-008-003
Thank you for your comment stating your objections to Alternative B4.
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L-009-001

Thank you for stating a preference for Alternative B2 and a possible
future transit station at 220th Street SW. A modified version of
Alternative B2 is part of the Preferred Alternative. The modification shifts
the alignment west to avoid impacts to the I-5 ramps. The Final EIS also
includes an optional station south of 220th Street SW and a 200-car
surface parking lot on the site of the former Melody High School.

L-009-002
Thank you for stating your preferred alignment. See the response to
comment L-009-001 describing the Sound Transit Board's Preferred
Alternative.

L-009-003

Sound Transit appreciates the participation of the District in reviewing
potential refinements in Segment C that would reduce potential impacts
to the District's property. Sound Transit involved the Edmonds School
District in meetings with the City of Lynnwood in the development

of modified Alternative C3 that is evaluated in the Final EIS. The Final
EIS also provides further detail on how Sound Transit would work with
the City and the School District during final design and in construction
planning to minimize impacts to the District's operations.

Lynnwood Link Extension Page 86
2013 Draft EIS Comments and Responses



L-010-001

Thank you for providing the City Council's recommendation for a
preferred alignment and station location for the proposed Lynnwood Link
Extension and providing comments on the Draft EIS. As you know,
Sound Transit continued to work with the City and others to define a
modification to Alternative C3 that incorporated this suggestion, and it
has been analyzed in the Final EIS.
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L-011-001

Thank you for your comment stating a preference for Alternative Al,
including the features that the City finds most promising. The Sound
Transit Board identified a Preferred Alternative based on Alternative Al,
but modified some of the alternative's features.

L-011-002

Following the Draft EIS, the Sound Transit Board directed Sound Transit
to develop a Preferred Alternative that would avoid displacing the
church. The Final EIS describes the results of additional engineering
Sound Transit undertook to avoid the potential displacement of the
church. As a result, none of the Segment A alternatives evaluated in the
Final EIS would displace the church or the church hall (also called the
cultural center). Access to the property and its functions has been
maintained, although a small portion of land on the property's edge
would be acquired for the Preferred Alternative and other at-grade
alternatives. Elevated alternatives would also require a portion of the
church property.

Several sections in the Final EIS have been updated to address these
changes: Section 2.5.1 describes the refined alternatives for Segment
A; Section 4.1 describes the acquisition impacts; Section 4.4 describes
impacts to community facilities and neighborhoods; Appendix F presents
revised conceptual engineering plans for the refined Segment A
alternatives; Appendix I-4.1 contains detailed maps and tables
concerning acquisition, displacement, and relocation requirements for
each Segment A alternative; and Appendix G has visual simulations.

As noted in Section 4.1, any acquisition of property would require

compensation to the property owner in accordance with Sound Transit
policy and with federal and state law.
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L-011-003

The recommended action is consistent with the mitigation measures on
Draft EIS page 4-91. Section 4.5.6 of the Final EIS has further details on
the mitigation approach, and identifies areas where tree retention may
be a possibility.

L-011-004

Sections 3.15 and 2.5 of the Final EIS identified pedestrian and bicycle
improvements on 5th Avenue between NE 130th Street and NE 145th
Street, and also clarify how Sound Transit would work with the City
regarding other improvements during final design. The Board's
Preferred Alternative includes an alignment to the east of the 117th
Street bridge, which avoids the need to replace the bridge.

L-011-005

Sound Transit appreciates the summary of the benefits the City sees
with a station at NE 130th Street. The Final EIS includes an option for a
station at NE 130th Street.
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L-011-006

Sound Transit recognizes the City's concern for maintaining an adequate
supply of affordable housing units within the city. Sound Transit's policy
provides for a fair and equitable means of addressing real property
impacts across its projects, and this includes a commitment to relocate
displaced individuals in a manner consistent with state and federal law,
as stated in Section 4.1. Sound Transit has successfully implemented
this policy on several of the Link light rail projects developed within the
City of Seattle, and which affected more properties than are potentially
impacted by the Lynnwood Link Extension. While Sound Transit will
endeavor to relocate displaced parties in the same neighborhood or
area, the work is done in consultation with the displaced parties, who
may or may not choose to stay in the same area. They will, however,

be placed in housing that is affordable to them; this effort includes
interviews with the affected parties to help determine affordability, as well
as compensation and assistance programs that meet individualized
needs and ensures safe and sanitary dwellings. Sound Transit generally
does not enter into negotiations with affected parties until after the
completion of the NEPA/SEPA process. Sound Transit may consider
opportunities for making surplus property available for redevelopment,
but this would not be considered as mitigation for displacements, which
would be fully mitigated through the existing policy commitment defined
in Section 4.1 of the Final EIS and compliance with state and federal
requirements.

L-011-007
Sound Transit appreciated the City's review and suggestions leading up
to the Draft EIS.

L-011-008
Sound Transit has revised the sentence generally as suggested for the
Final EIS.
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L-011-009
Sound Transit notes your comment. Thank you.

L-011-010

The conceptual service plans used for the Draft EIS analysis was based
on assumptions developed in coordination with the transit service
providers. Sound Transit has updated its ridership forecasts for all
alternatives in the Final EIS to incorporate updated land use forecasts,
although changes to the assumed service plan have been limited. This
includes updated forecasts for the NE 103th Street Station, which is an
option for the Preferred Alternative. While it is accurate that the regional
rail transit model does not specify bicycle access shares, the modeling
inherently includes all riders across modes. While this may slightly
overstate the shares of the other access modes by not separating out
bicycles, it is appropriate for the purposes of an EIS analysis and the
conceptual level design efforts being conducted at this stage of the
project.

L-011-011

Sound Transit will meet ADA standards for any facility that it constructs
or modifies, and will work with the City of Seattle during final design to
confirm the specific design approach for features such as sidewalks and
curbs.

L-011-012

While Federal Register Vol 76, No. 161 identifies a bicycle catchment
area of 3 miles to identify streets with a de facto physical and functional
relationship to transit, and therefore eligible for FTA funding, it does not
require high capacity transit projects to analyze the full area in an EIS or
incorporate improvements covering that area. Pedestrian and bicycle
facilities developed as part of the project, as well as other access
features at Lynnwood Link Extension stations, will be developed
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consistent with the Board-adopted System Access Policy (Resolution
R2013-03), which provides criteria to be used in defining access features
throughout the system. Many of these elements will be further defined
during final design and permitting, as Sound Transit continues to
coordinate with local agencies to determine station access features and
to seek further opportunities to partner with the other agencies to
maximize the benefits of this major transit investment.

L-011-013

An option with the reconfigured NE 130th Street northbound off-ramp is
part of the Preferred Alternative for Segment A. As stated in Section
3.2.8 of the Final EIS and Section 5.8 of the Transportation Technical
Report, this improvement is likely to improve safety at this location.

L-011-014

As noted in Chapter 3, Section 3.2.2 of the Final EIS, Sound Transit
would coordinate with King County Metro and Community Transit on
potential local bus service modifications as the project enters final
planning leading to operation. However, the changes in services would
be made by the local transit agencies, who have their own policies and
processes for considering service revisions.

L-011-015

The assumptions used for the Draft EIS were developed in coordination
with King County Metro and were intended to help develop ridership
forecasts for each station. These draft transit integration plans were not
intended to fully define the range of transit improvements that King
County Metro or others might undertake in connecting corridors.
Consistent with the approaches used for other projects that Sound
Transit has implemented, including the light rail lines in place or in
development in the city, this detailed integration planning would occur
after the Final EIS is complete and the project is in preparation for
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operations. King County Metro has revised its service integration
concepts for a 130th Street Station for the Final EIS to include additional
service, and the results of those changes are reflected in the Final EIS
forecasts and updated station design.

L-011-016
The summary text has been updated for the Final EIS.

L-011-017

For the Preferred Alternative, the Final EIS incorporates improvements
to help minimize potential travel delays that could affect local bus service
to the station. The other alternatives identify these potential
improvements as mitigation.

L-011-018
Sound Transit has updated the Transportation Technical Report, and
has revised text to clarify the locations identified in the comment.

L-011-019

Bicycle trips were not factored into the pedestrian LOS

analysis, because detailed bicycle access projections were not available
or necessary to support project planning at this stage of the project.
While the Sound Transit model does not address bicycle access shares,
the modeling inherently includes all riders. Pedestrians walking between
rail and their parked bicycles are reflected in the overall numbers
contained in Table 5-31 of the Transportation Technical Report.

Sound Transit is not proposing an alteration to the Jackson Park
Perimeter Trail.

L-011-020
The Final EIS Chapter 3, Transportation, and the Transportation
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Technical Report and Chapter 3 of the Final EIS have the results of an
updated analysis of the NE 145th Street Station area using
microsimulation software. The Preferred Alternative incorporates design
measures for local street improvements that would address the added
traffic related to the station and park-and-ride, and improved
signalization and an added signalized intersection at the I-5 ramps also
helps address a known accident location. The simulation software
evaluates the effectiveness of transportation improvements incorporated
within the design for the Preferred Alternative, as well as for other
mitigation measures described in the Final EIS. The Final EIS also has
additional language in mitigation explaining how Sound Transit will work
with local agencies during final design to develop and implement
mitigation details.

L-011-021

Sound Transit will refine details such as the plaza size, weather
protection at the station and bus platforms, and further detail on bus
transit service assumptions and requirements following the Final EIS, if
this station is included as part of the project.

L-011-022

Section 4.4 and Appendix C now include a list of public places that would
be near each station. Neighborhoods served are also described in
Section 4.4, although Sound Transit did not attempt to characterize
neighborhoods in qualitative terms. Many of the Draft EIS public
comments served to inform the Sound Transit Board of how members of
those neighborhoods perceived the project as either benefiting or
impacting their communities. The Transit Oriented Development
Assessment conducted for the project is not part of the EIS but was
updated as part of other documentation for the project to reflect the
Preferred Alternative.
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As described in Section 4.9.6 of the Draft EIS, the project would comply
with all federal, state, and local regulations protecting water quality.
Approaches will include project planning, design, and the application of
Best Management Practices (BMPs). Sound Transit will coordinate with
Seattle Public Utilities regarding future design efforts for drainage where
applicable.
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L-012-001

Thank you for your comment stating support for the Lynnwood Link
Extension and for Community Transit's intent to effectively serve Link
stations in Snohomish County.

L-012-002

Sound Transit recognizes the need to support and maintain transit
markets during construction. However, the project does not anticipate
that impacts to I-5 will occur throughout the construction period, and
many of these impacts would be reduced by working closely with
WSDOT, FHWA and the transit agencies operating along the corridor to
develop a coordinated plan to maintain mobility during the shorter
periods when traffic would be affected by construction affecting the
freeway itself. This is consistent with the construction approach (Section
3.3) and the mitigation measures (Section 3.6) described in the Final
EIS. Section 3.6 identifies potential mitigation to be developed with its
partners, including service increases, service modifications, or temporary
service improvements. The Final EIS also provides more definition of
the location and duration of closures and their related impacts, as well as
minimization measures such as timing closures to be in off-peak periods,
evenings, or weekends where possible.

L-012-003
Comment noted. Sound Transit agrees with these observations.

L-012-004
Thank you for your comment stating a preference for Alternative C1.

L-012-005

The Final EIS includes a modified Alternative C3 as part of the Preferred
Alternative. The modifications help address the access and TOD
development issues that this comment raises.
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L-012-006

Sound Transit recognizes that the 220 Street SW Station is not the focus
of Community Transit's existing or planned transit service, but the
presence of a station at that location has been suggested by local
jurisdictions and others because the arterial is a major corridor serving
Edmonds and other communities. The Preferred Alternative includes an
option for a station at that location, and its benefits would be higher with
connecting transit service.

L-012-007
Thank you for your comment stating a preference for the elevated station
featured in Alternatives B1 and B2.

L-012-008

Comment noted. Your observation of the transit impacts during
construction for the freeway station being difficult or expensive to
mitigate are consistent with the Draft EIS findings, although mitigation
options would be available.

L-012-009

Although Sound Transit agrees that transit priority treatments might
benefit a Swift extension from Aurora Village Transit Center to NE 185th
Street Station, Sound Transit has not included the improvements as part
of the Lynnwood Link Extension. Sound Transit supports transit
improvements that would serve the station, and will continue to work with
Community Transit, as stated in Section 3.2.2 of the Draft EIS.

L-012-010
Thank you for your comments and collaboration on the Lynnwood Link
Extension.
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L-012-011

As the project progresses into final design, Sound Transit will continue to
coordinate with Community Transit and the City to encourage Swift
service from Aurora Village to the NE 185th Street light rail station.
However, the Lynnwood Link Extension project does not include specific
transit priority or BRT improvements between the corridors leading to the
station.

L-012-012

Please see Sections 3.3 and 3.6.9 of the Final EIS for further detail on
the project's potential construction activities, impacts, and the mitigation
plan for construction, including the mitigation approach for transit. While
the emphasis is on the Preferred Alternative for each section, a similar
mitigation approach would apply to other alternatives. However, it is
important to note that these are assumptions on construction approach
for the purposes of an EIS analysis of potential impacts and mitigation.
The level of impacts, including their duration, depends on issues that will
be further developed during final design, subject to FHWA and WSDOT
approval, and also influenced by a contractor's approach to construction.
The mitigation in Section 3.6.9 therefore emphasizes detailed
coordination with the transit agencies and WSDOT as mitigation details
are further refined.

L-012-013
Thank you for your comment.

L-012-014

The project would not begin service until 2023. Sound Transit
recognizes this is within the period covered by Community Transit's
Long Range Plan (2030). However, as outlined in Community Transit's
Long Range Plan: Thinking Transit First (pages 23-24), Community
Transit plans to serve productive route segments to local activity

Page 103



Lynnwood Link Extension
2013 Draft EIS Comments and Responses

centers with an emphasis on transit centers and Link light rail

stations. The plan also states that the local routes will be designed to
coordinate with higher level of services, especially regional commuter
express routes, Swift corridors, commuter rail, or light rail routes. The
Long Range Plan specifically identifies 220th Street SW as a facility that
provides a critical local link.

As stated in Section 3.2.2 of the Final EIS, Sound Transit anticipates
partnering with Community Transit to consider local or regional service
revisions integrated with light rail service for development as part of the
Lynnwood Link Extension.

L-012-015

Sound Transit acknowledges Community Transit's concerns

with Alternative B4, which include lower TOD potential, longer walks, and
lower ridership.

L-012-016
Please see response to comment L-012-002.

L-012-017
Thank you for your comment stating a preference for Alternative C1 and
providing reasons and proposed modifications for this alternative.
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L-012-018
Thank you for your comment stating support for Alternative C2 and
providing reasons and proposed modifications for this alternative.

L-012-019
Community Transit's concerns with Alternative C3 Option 1 are noted.
Please see response to comment L-012-005.

L-012-020

Community Transit's concerns with Alternative C3 Option 2 are noted;
the range of alternatives in Lynnwood was developed to explore the
differences that variations in sites and layouts might offer in terms

of transportation performance, costs, and environmental impacts. The
distance between the existing transit center and the new site is relatively
small.

L-012-021

As described in Section 3.6.9 of the Final EIS, any plans involving transit
service madifications would be coordinated with King County Metro,
Community Transit, and private transit service providers to minimize
construction impacts and disruptions to bus facilities and service.

Please see response to comment L-012-002 for a discussion of
construction impacts and mitigation.

L-012-022

Sound Transit appreciates the suggestions for Alternative C1, but the
transit center would not need to be closed during construction. The
other detailed suggestions for facilities and amenities involve design
definitions that would be determined at later stages of the project, and
Sound Transit would involve Community Transit and others to participate
in the development of such designs regardless of the alternative
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selected. It is correct that any of the alternatives involving construction
on existing park-and-ride facilities would reduce the available parking
supply, and that transit and TDM measures could help address the
impact.

Please see response to comment L-012-002 for a discussion of
construction impacts and mitigation.

L-012-023

Sound Transit appreciates the suggestions for Alternative C2. As
described in the previous response (L-012-022), such details will be
determined later in the project by Sound Transit in collaboration with
Community Transit and others.

L-012-024

The Final EIS Chapter 3, Section 3.6.9., includes further discussion of
mitigation options for the loss of parking stalls during construction.
Improvements in transit service are among the options identified.

L-012-025
Sound Transit's existing design standard for placing guideways over any
roadway is a minimum 16.5-foot vertical clearance.

L-012-026

Sound Transit agrees that there are a number of other projects, including
HOV direct access improvements, that could complement the Lynnwood
Link Extension and address other transportation needs and problems.
However, they are beyond the scope of the project being studied in the
EIS.

L-012-027
Changes to the carpool policy from 2+ to 3+ will be discussed with
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WSDOT as the mitigation program continues to be developed and
refined during final design. This measure could also be an element of
the construction traffic management strategy for I-5 lane closures.

L-012-028

Section 3.2.2 of the Final EIS has been updated to clarify that the LOS
analysis for transit frequency and hours of service included Sound
Transit, King County Metro and Community Transit services, and that the
reliability and on-time performance data are primarily from Sound
Transit.

L-012-029
Thank you for your comment.

L-012-030
Please see response to comment L-012-002 for a discussion of
construction impacts and mitigation.
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L-012-031

As described in Section 3.6.9 of the Final EIS, transit service
modifications would be coordinated with King County Metro, Community
Transit, and private transit service providers to minimize construction
impacts and disruptions to bus facilities and service.
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L-013-001

ADA and paratransit accessibility are part of Sound Transit's
commitments for the project, and details will continue to be
addressed during further design. The project design will meet or
exceed all applicable ADA requirements.

Lynnwood Link Extension Page 110
2013 Draft EIS Comments and Responses



L-014-001

Thank you for your comments and efforts in working on the initial
development of the Lynnwood Link Extension, and for the County's
continued support for the project.
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L-014-002

The County's comments on Alternatives A10 and Al1, which indicate a
preference for the NE 130th Street Station, are noted. Sound Transit has
continued to explore design modifications for the 220 Street SW and
Lynnwood stations, with improved multimodal access being key
considerations. The County's preference for a non-freeway station at
Mountlake Terrace and suggested design modifications at 220th Street
SW and Lynnwood stations are also noted.

L-014-003

The purpose and need statement in Section 1.2 of the Draft EIS was
slightly modified based on public comments received during public
scoping. FTA and Sound Transit made minor clarifying edits to help
simplify the discussion. High frequency service was part of the definition
of all alternatives under consideration.

L-014-004

Park-and-ride lots are one of many strategies to maximize transit
accessibility, and the Final EIS explores additional parking options at
several stations. However, the project already assumes that in many
stations, the majority of patrons would be arriving by other modes,
particularly transit. The Preferred Alternative also includes
improvements in bicycle and pedestrian facilities in station areas and on
the streets that would be modified by the project. Sound Transit will
continue to explore other modal improvement options as the project
advances, in coordination with its partner agencies.

The parking supply described for the alternatives was intended to define
the likely upper range of parking that would be provided, which in turn
helped estimate the upper range of related impacts such as parking
(including potential "hide-and-ride" parking activity), noise, visual
impacts, and property requirements. Other details such as the type and
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amount of bicycle parking, and more detailed station access planning will
be developed during further design of the stations.

L-014-005

Sound Transit acknowledges the County's preference for a station at NE
130th Street. The Preferred Alternative includes an at-grade and
elevated alignment with stations at NE 145th and NE 185th Streets
(Alternative A1 with modifications). The Draft EIS also evaluates options
for a potential station at NE 130th Street.

L-014-006
The County's preference for the Mountlake Terrace Transit Center
station is noted.

L-014-007

All Sound Transit facilities and projects will be designed to meet ADA
requirements. Sound Transit will continue to work with King County and
its other partner agencies to develop detailed station access plans as the
project advances, and this will provide the opportunity to integrate King
County's suggestions and further involve you in station design decisions.
To address the larger questions regarding paratransit service at a
system level, as well as other transit system integration matters, Sound
Transit and King County are now collaborating on the Metro Long Range
Plan and Sound Transit's Long Range Plan Update and ST3 planning.
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L-014-008

The modeling assumptions used for the project were developed in
consultation with WSDOT and other cooperating agencies as part of the
initial methodology development and scoping phase of the Draft EIS, and
the parties agreed that managed and tolled lanes on I-5 should not be
assumed for several reasons.

First, the travel demand modeling performed for the Lynnwood Link
Extension Final EIS is consistent with the fiscally constrained project list
contained in PSRC's Transportation 2040 plan.

Second, there has been very limited development of concepts for I-5
tolling, and the lack of detailed data on the impacts of tolling on the I-5
corridor would make the analysis of impacts related to the light rail
project very difficult to accurately assess. (By contrast, at a system
level, a limited number of tolled facilities have been assumed outside of
the corridor, including 1-405 between downtown Bellevue and Lynnwood,
SR 520 between I-5 and 1-405, 1-90 between I-5 and [-405, and the SR
99 tunnel in downtown Seattle, all of which have been or are being
examined in other project-level analyses).

Third, future travel conditions without the unfunded managed toll-lane
facilities would be a worst-case scenario because the traffic congestion
would be worse and transit ridership likely lower than with managed
and/or toll facilities. (Sound Transit's Long-Range Plan update and EIS,
which is a plan-level document, does assume the regional tolling
included in the current PSRC plan, but again its impact analysis and the
PSRC plan's information is not location specific.) Appendix A in the
Transportation Technical Report provides detailed information about the
methodology for the travel demand forecasting analysis.

L-014-009
Sound Transit would not be permanently removing facilities serving
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people with disabilities, and the project will be built to meet ADA
requirements, with operational and functional improvements in transit
service as well as other local transportation facilities. Therefore, no
adverse impacts to persons with disabilities has been identified. In many
locations, non-ADA compliant facilities such as sidewalks and
intersections would be improved, and the project would offer mobility
benefits to disabled individuals as well as the general population. The
EIS is intended to identify adverse impacts. Sound Transit recognizes
that demographic trends indicate a continued increase in the percentage
of the overall population that will be senior citizens who may have
disabilities; this project would provide an alternative to driving, which
would be a benefit.

L-014-010

Sound Transit recognizes the need to support and maintain transit
markets during construction. The Draft EIS and the Final EIS both
described mitigation measures including TDM/transit elements, with
additional operational details to be prepared during final design to
minimize impacts related to temporary closures. The Final EIS also
provides more definition of the location and duration of closures and their
related impacts, as well as minimization measures such as timing
closures to be in off-peak periods, evenings, or weekends where
possible.

L-014-011
Thank you for your comments and efforts in working on the initial
development of the Lynnwood Link Extension.
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L-014-012

Sound Transit will design the project to meet ADA requirements,
consistent with other federal Sound Transit projects in place or under
design now. The station planning programs and Sound Transit design
standards incorporate this commitment for effective ADA service,
including connections between providers. Further details for each
station will be developed during final design in coordination with ADA
service providers. More detailed service planning and any service
agreements will also be conducted in the later stages of project
development as the system approaches operation. However, space for
paratransit is generally included in the conceptual plans for the station
areas assessed in the EIS. Sound Transit also considered these
comments as it updated specific station designs as part of preliminary
engineering for the Preferred Alternative, but the level of design used for
the EIS remains conceptual to preliminary, and many of the comments
involve final design decisions and operational planning, which occur later
in the project.

Sound Transit also appreciates the comments regarding persons with
disabilities as well as future demographic changes affecting mobility for
the general population. Several areas of the EIS address factors that will
be important to providing effective ADA access, including the
transportation analysis of various modal connections, as well as Section
4.4 Social Impacts, Community Facilities, and Neighborhoods, and
Appendix C Environmental Justice Analysis, which incorporate transit-
dependent population information from the U.S. Census. More detailed
analyses for the purposes of the EIS are not necessary,

however, because the project is not removing transit connections without
providing improvements in services and facilities that would benefit the
general population as well as persons with disabilities. No

adverse impacts to persons with disabilities have been identified.
However, as Sound Transit initiates final design and conducts more
detailed service planning in collaboration with Metro, there will be further
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opportunities to discuss these issues; the Sound Transit System
Planning program and the Metro Long Range Plan update also includes
additional collaborative efforts to consider these suggestions.
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L-015-001

The Draft EIS and Final EIS summarize Sound Transit's assessment of
transit-oriented development (TOD) potential in Table 4.2-3; this is based
on the Station Area Transit-Oriented Development Potential Report
conducted to support station area and project planning. The report was
updated as part of the continued planning for the project during
preliminary engineering and environmental analysis. A copy of the
Station Area Transit-Oriented Development Potential Report is available
through on the Sound Transit Website for the project at
http://www.soundtransit.org/Projects-and-Plans/Lynnwood-Link-
Extension/Lynnwood-Link-Document-Archive.

Based on comments from the Sound Transit Board and other parties, the
level of information and the methods used were effective in highlighting
the relative differences between station choices. The level of detail on
TOD potential is consistent with Sound Transit practices for other recent
Sound Transit EISs and appropriate at the EIS phase for comparing
alternatives. The assessment is summarized to help determine the
likelihood that the project could indirectly impact land use and other
environmental conditions, as well as to consider whether it helped
support land use plans and policies.

The Transportation Technical Report for the Final EIS has additional
discussion of mode choice for accessing station areas, as well as more
information on parking and other station access factors, including the
relative accessibility of various station alternatives by all modes. The
model results do not lend themselves directly to detailed analysis by
mode, and instead are provided as an indication of likely ridership levels
given surrounding land use, including future population and employment
levels, existing transit use, and connecting transportation

facilities. Further calculations of access by mode would be done during
final design.
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L-015-002

Sound Transit considered the suggestions of the PSRC as it developed
the methods for the EIS, and Sound Transit circulated methodology
reports for the EIS to participating agencies for comment following the
project NEPA/SEPA scoping period. It is important to note that the tiered
approach to the Alternatives Analysis was by nature better suited to the
use of evaluation criteria and ratings because it was conducted to help
identify, refine, and narrow a wider range of modal and corridor options,
including station sites.

For the EIS, the definitions of alternatives and their features were better
established from the outset. Measures such as ridership potential and
access could be more directly defined as part of the alternative designs
and also considered through the application of Sound

Transit's forecasting model. The alternatives under consideration were
also similar in their locations and the markets served, and primarily
involved siting and design choices, so qualitative measures did not tend
to markedly differentiate the alternatives. Therefore, the use of detailed
ratings in the Final EIS was limited; instead, the analysis focused on
identifying areas of impact and describing mitigation where appropriate.

The discussion of Land Use in Section 4.2 included an assessment of
consistency with planning policies (Appendix 1-4.2), which noted areas
where stations were located near where local plans or policies
anticipated high capacity transit (HCT) or they at least contemplated
increased densities; however, most jurisdictions make HCT-oriented
designations after HCT projects are in the planning and design stages
rather than before.

Finally, Section 2.5 described the key factors considered in developing

alignment and station combinations; while land use conditions were an
important factor, so were the placement of an alignment relative to
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available rights-of-way, topographical challenges, and built and natural
environmental features.

L-015-003

The Station Area Transit-Oriented Development Potential Report was
prepared by Sound Transit to help differentiate station options with
respect to future development potential and is primarily based on
existing conditions. This work was conducted while PSRC’s Growing
Transit Communities Partnership (GTC) efforts were underway and
Sound Transit reviewed and coordinated work accordingly. As noted in
the comments above, the EIS is intended to disclose potential impacts
that could occur with the development of the project alternatives, and to
explore measures that would avoid, minimize, or mitigate impacts.

Sound Transit agrees that assessments of TOD as well as access are
important elements of planning for stations, and the TOD report was
available to the Board and the public prior to the identification of the
Preferred Alternative. The updated report is similarly available along
with the Final EIS; the EIS is not the only source of information

that Board members consider in their decision-making. In addition, as
described in Chapter 2 of the Draft EIS and the supporting Alternatives
Analysis completed in 2011, Sound Transit considered TOD, access and
other issues in detail along with a wide range of other factors as it
defined the light rail alignment and station alternatives for the EIS.
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B-001-001
Your comment stating a preference for Alternative C3, and describing
the impact Alternative C2 would have on your business is noted.
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B-002-001
Your preference for Alternative C3 is noted.
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B-003-001

Thank you for providing your assessment of the transit-oriented
development (TOD) potential for station alternatives considered in the
Draft EIS. Sound Transit is committed to supporting TOD around its light
rail stations. To that end, the agency's planning process has included
public involvement and the evaluation of TOD potential for the station
alternatives considered in the EIS. Sound Transit appreciates your
recommendations.
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B-003-002

Your preference for Alternative A3 based on your assessment of its TOD
potential is noted. The Preferred Alternative incorporates several
elements you identify as supporting TOD in the NE 145th Street and NE
185th Street station areas.

B-003-003
Your preference for Alternatives B1, B2, and B2A based on TOD
potential is noted.
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B-003-004

While you conclude that Alternative C1 provides the best TOD potential,
Sound Transit's TOD assessment summarized in Section 4.2.4 (Land
Use Indirect and Secondary Impacts) of the Draft and Final EIS
considers a wider range of factors than just the potential for
redevelopment on immediately adjacent parcels. Sound Transit
assessed TOD potential at the station areas using four elements: (1)
existing conditions supporting transit-oriented development, (2) transit-
supportive plans and policies, (3) station access, and (4) potential
development opportunities.
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B-004-001

B-004-002

B-004-003

B-004-004

B-004-005

CASCADE TROPHY
20815 52nd Ave W
Lynnwood, WA 98036

cascade.trophy@integra.net
(425)775-3109

September 22, 2013

Sound Transit DEIS
Comments, c¢/o Lauren Swift
401 S Jackson St.

Seattle, WA 98104

Dear Ms. Swift,

We lease commercial space located at 20815 5214 Ave West in Lynnwood, owned by Jeff Carter
and Lisa Peterson. We have been in business since 1973 (40 years!), and at this location since 1994.
The bulk of our customers are schools, churches, sports teams, clubs, and other groups from the
nearby surrounding areas. With other trophy shops in close proximity to us, the fact that we have had
long-term stability in one place has been a benefit to our business. We have watched other trophy
shops move over the years and with that we have picked up MANY of their customers due to the fact it
was no longer convenient to track down where they moved. We cannot afford to have the same thing
happen.

We are writing to express our support for the alignments that do not run up 52r¢ Ave West.
Alternatives C-1 and C-2 would have an extremely detrimental impact on us, forcing us to either move
or sell our business, or to close up completely.

As we stated above...IF we were to move, we would lose customers who have become
accustomed to coming to the same location for some 20 years. Atany new location, we would have to
remodel the space to fit our needs, would have to move inventory and equipment, and change all of
our advertising. All of this time and expense would result in significant lost income. It would be
difficult to find a comparable location that has good parking, easy access to I-5 and 1-405, a space that
gives us both a working area and a retail store front - all at a long-term lease for the same rate.

The value of our business would be negatively impacted if we were to sell, because any new
buyer would inherit the reduced street access, limited visibility, and other environmental impacts.

We are also concerned about the ability of our company to maintain the quality of work for
which it is known. Our customers keep coming back because we offer them custom designs, excellent
customer service, and always deliver a quality product. Vibration from either the construction and/or
the train itself would make the laser, tools and presses that we use to both design and fabricate the
awards more difficult to maintain and cause them to put out poorer quality. The could cause us to
have to work our schedules around the construction or train interference and those times would not
coincide with our customer base needs.

Noise is also an issue. When customers come to our shop, it is impor‘{ant for them to be able to
communicate with us about their custom orders, and loud noises from either construction or the train
would make that difficult. Plus we do a lot of communication on the phone as well. That can already at
times be difficult but with this new possibility it would make it almost impossible.

We also live in this neighborhood - on 208t, just a few blocks away from our business. This
area is both home and work, and the light rail, if situated on 52n¢ Ave West, would put both our house

L
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B-004-001
Your concerns regarding the potential impacts of Alternative C1 and C2
to your business are noted.

B-004-002
Thank you for your comment about your concerns about business
displacement under Alternatives C1 and C2.

If your business were to be displaced (which the Preferred Alternative
avoids), Sound Transit would provide relocation services as well as
compensation. An interview would be conducted to determine your
needs for a comparable and affordable replacement property. Services
would include ongoing information on the availability and lease costs of
commercial properties meeting your needs. Compensation could include
expenses related to finding a replacement property, existing tenant-
owned improvements, permits and improvements at the new building,
moving expenses, operating permits and licenses, as well as new
advertising materials and stationary.

For additional information, please see Section 4.1 Acquisitions,
Displacements, and Relocations.

B-004-003

The Noise and Vibration Technical Report, included with the Final EIS on
CD, has additional discussion of the standards used to define vibration
levels and impacts for permanent or construction-related activities.
Sound Transit does not anticipate vibration levels to disrupt normal
operations at your business. Construction vibration mitigation described
in the Final EIS would be implemented during work at the property, if
Alternatives C1 or C2 were implemented. Where construction activity
close to the building is unavoidable, Sound Transit would work with the
owners/tenants to stage work in ways that would be less disruptive to
their operations.
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B-004-005| and business under the shadow of the light rail line, profoundly impacting our lives in every way B-004-004
possible. I (Lucky) am 77 years old and my business and home are all I have for retirement benefits. |

(Debbi) am married but my husband is on disability, unable to work due to a brain tumor. My The FTA criteria for transit noise are based on exterior noise levels,

employment is crucial to being able to take care of our families every day needs, as well as, our future . i . i i

medical needs, which are immanent. As you can see the light rail line would be detrimental to our which makes them a more conservative measure of impacts for interior

future well-being. And this is only our story! . . . . . . . .
noise. If your business is able to perform with the traffic noise in this

This neighborhood is not only pleasant and family oriented but as a business we also provide area, noise from the ||g ht rail, while possib|y audible, would not be
work and opportunities for the children and single parents in the area. Serving and watching out for .
one another is what a neighborhood is all about. Please run the light rail alongside I-5 as far as expected to affect your operations.

possible before breaking off towards the transit center.

Thank you, . . . . .
g For construction, the City of Lynnwood construction noise ordinance

f’%ﬁfé/ﬁf/ Hee EN SN would be applicable, and Sound Transit is committed to maintaining
b - e d\ construction noise levels within the criteria. Further, construction noise
for this project is similar to construction noise for a paving project,
building construction, or any other construction project, and Sound
Transit works with local residences and businesses to minimize
construction impacts.

B-004-005

Sound Transit notes your concerns about Alternatives C1 and C2. The
Preferred Alternative does not use the 52nd Avenue W alignment, and
would avoid impacting the businesses and residences along the street.
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B-005-001

Thank you for your comment stating a preference for a modified
Alternative C3. Sound Transit identified a modified Alternative C3 as its
Preferred Alternative in the Final EIS, and this alternative would avoid
impacting your property and business. Please note that Sound Transit
policy provides for a fair and equitable means of addressing real property
impacts across its projects. Consistent with state and federal law, this
policy requires Sound Transit to fairly compensate for property
acquisitions, and to provide compensation and relocation for displaced
businesses. If an alternative affecting your property were to move
forward, Sound Transit would work with you and any affected businesses
to negotiate fair compensation and relocation benefits.
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B-005-002

Thank you for your comments about property access, parking, and
circulation needs for your property at 52nd Ave W. If Alternative C1 or
C2 is selected for the project to be built, properties that are not fully
acquired would retain their functional access, and would have sufficient
levels of parking, circulation, and freight/delivery accessiblity as needed
for their operations.

B-005-003

The Noise and Vibration Technical Report accompanying the Final EIS
has additional discussion of the standards used to define vibration levels
and impacts for permanent or construction-related activities. Sound
Transit does not anticipate vibration levels to disrupt normal operations
at your business. Construction vibration mitigation described in the Final
EIS would be implemented during work at the property as appropriate, if
Alternatives C1 or C2 were implemented. Where construction activity
close to the building is unavoidable, Sound Transit would work with the
owners/tenants to stage work in ways that would be less disruptive to
their operations.

B-005-004

The FTA criteria for noise are based on exterior noise levels, which
makes them a more conservative predictor of potential impacts for noise-
sensitive building interiors. If your business is able to perform with the
traffic noise in this area, noise from the light rail, while possibly audible,
would not be expected to affect your operations. Light rail is typically
quieter than the heavy trucks on the roadway near you.

For construction, the City of Lynnwood construction noise ordinance
would apply. Sound Transit expects to limit construction noise levels to
be within the City's criteria. Further, construction noise for this project is
similar to construction noise for a paving project, building construction, or
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any other construction project, and Sound Transit works with the city,
local residences and businesses to minimize construction impacts.

B-005-005

Sound Transit appreciates your concerns about the potential community
impacts of Alternatives C1 and C2. As described in your comments, the
Lynnwood community is very diverse and includes racial and ethnic
minorities, persons with limited English proficiency, and those with low
and moderate income. As part of Sound Transit's community outreach
efforts during project planning and the environmental review process,
special outreach activities have been conducted to involve these
community groups in the public decision-making process leading to the
selection of a preferred alternative for the Lynnwood Link Extension
project. These efforts included the availability of translated materials and
interpreters upon request. See Chapter 7 of the Final EIS for a summary
of the public comments received on the Draft EIS and Appendix C for a
listing of outreach activities and comments specifically targeted for
minority and low-income populations.

B-005-006

Your preference for an alternative parallel to the freeway rather than on
52nd Avenue W due to business impacts and impacts to Work Source
are noted.
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B-006-001

Thank you for writing of your concerns about the potential impacts to
your property at NE 11200 Street and First Avenue NE, and for
describing your plans for the property.

The analysis of land use impacts in the Final EIS is based on existing
land uses, approved land use plans, and other permitted developments.
The potential for impacts is discussed in in Section 4.2.2 Long-Term
Impacts. A site-specific analysis of potential impacts to a future
development in the absence of approved plans or permits would be
speculative, and therefore not considered in the EIS. However, in
Appendix 4.2.2, Sound Transit has reviewed the consistency of the
proposed alternatives against adopted plans and policies of the city,
including the City of Seattle's Northgate Urban Center, and finds that the
alternatives would support the City's intent to create a more compact
urban center in the area. In addition, based on the current designs for
the Preferred Alternative, the project would be across the street from
your parcel and would not place any new restrictions on the use of your

property.
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B-006-002

Your comment in favor of Alternative Al is noted Alternative Al is the
basis for the Preferred Alternative, which would be across 1st Avenue
from your property. Based on current plans for construction, there would
be no physical impacts to your property and no changes to your access
due to the light rail project.

B-006-003

The Draft EIS text regarding "reduced access" in the cultural resources
section of the document referred to construction period effects, but a
revised description in the Final EIS clarifies that access could be
modified. Access would be maintained, consistent with the text in the
Transportation Technical Report. There could be modified access for
travel from some directions during construction periods,such as when
flaggers are present on 1st Avenue or other nearby streets to
accommodate construction activities. Delays could occur, but access to
adjacent properties (land and buildings) would be maintained.
Depending on required construction activities, access to the property
may need to be reduced (e.g., one lane instead of two lanes) or
otherwise altered (e.g., short-term reroute of the access) from conditions
prior to the start of construction. Parcel-specific details would be
determined during final design, in coordination with the City of Seattle
and affected property owners. Section 3.6.9 also lists a variety of
mitigation measures that Sound Transit will use to reduce impacts on
adjacent property owners, residents, and businesses. These include
communication about construction activities using a variety of methods
and obtaining written permission from property owners to make
temporary changes to access. Moreover, should construction activities
require temporary use of a small portion of your property, then the
conditions of use would be negotiated in a legally binding temporary
construction easement.
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B-006-004

Sound Transit's policy is to mitigate noise and vibration impacts
consistent with federal, state, and local criteria. Section 4.7.7 of the Draft
and Final EIS identify potential mitigation to be incorporated into the
project. Mitigation measures may be refined during final design but will
continue to meet applicable federal, state, and local noise criteria.

B-006-005

Federal agencies must comply with Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act, which addresses properties eligible for listing in the
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). Local land use and
landmark decisions are not relevant to NRHP eligibility. While the
designation criteria are similar, their application by the Washington
Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation (DAHP) and the
Seattle Landmarks Preservation Board may differ. FTA determined, and
DAHP concurred, that the Northgate Plaza Apartments are eligible for
NRHP listing because they are an intact example of a particular type of
apartment complex typical of the post-war era. This determination does
not constitute nomination to the NRHP and owner consent is not
required.
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B-007-001

Sound Transit, King County, and the City of Seattle have been involved
in planning transit improvements and related developments in the
Northgate area for over a decade. The projects and plans to extend
high-capacity transit to and beyond the Northgate transit center reflect
the designation of the Northgate area as a regional growth center.
Sound Transit is committed to working coorperatively with Simon, other
stakeholders, the City and King County throughout the development of
the Northgate Link Extension, as well as for the future Lynnwood Link
Extension.

There is also a long history of environmental documents examining
enviromental impacts and identifying mitigation commitments for the
Northgate Link Extension, and now for the Lynnwood Link Extension.
(The King County Transit Oriented development project has not yet
advanced to the stage of planning or permitting involving environmental
review.) The extension to a station at Northgate was originally part of the
Central Link Draft and Final EIS (1998-1999) and the subsequent North
Link Draft and Final Supplemental EIS (2002-2006).

In addition, the Lynnwood Link Extension Draft and Final EIS examine
direct, indirect and cumulative impacts in Chapters 3 and 4 (in direct,
indirect as well as cumulative effects discussions by environmental
topic). The primary other project discussed in the Northgate area

is Sound Transit's Northgate Extension, which is assumed under the No
Build Alternative, as is the underlying growth in development, population
and employment for the Northgate area and the region through 2035.
(Plans for King County's Transit-Oriented Development project remain
conceptual).

As the following responses to comments explain, Sound Transit expects
that many of the primary issues of concern in your letter (largely traffic

and construction period impacts) will be resolved through continued
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coordination for the final design and construction planning work for the
Northgate Link Extension. This approach is consistent with the impacts
and mitgation commitments originally defined in the North Link Final EIS
and its Record of Decision. Many of the areas that are identified as
sources of concern in your letter would not be further aggravated by the
construction and operation of the Lynnwood Link Extension. The
Lynnwood project would be less intensive and more physically removed
from the Northgate station and transit-oriented development (TOD)
areas, bringing a lower potential for higher cumulative impacts than for
any of the other projects alone. In addition, the development of the
Lynnwood Link Extension would actually reduce the number of
riders/patrons needing to access the Link system at Northgate, which
would lessen rather than increase long term traffic compared to the
Northgate Link Extension alone.

To help further illustrate this point, the Final EIS for the Lynnwood Link
Extension has updated its discussion of the Northgate Link

Extension and has added a description of the King County TOD project.
In earlier planning for the Lynnwood Link Extension Draft EIS, Sound
Transit and the City of Seattle considered intersections of concern for
worsened conditions with the Lynnwood Extension, and had concluded
that no adverse impacts were likely because the Lynnwood Link project
would reduce the number of trips destined to Northgate. Finally, Sound
Transit has developed further information on its planned construction
approaches, and is incorporating the latest information on the Northgate
Link Extension's construction program, and further discussions of these
issues are included in the Transportation Technical Report.

B-007-002

Sound Transit does not anticipate a continuous 10 years of major
construction activities for the combined projects. The Lynnwood Link
Extension's major construction activities near Northgate would be about
one year, shorter than the other projects, and involving primarily the
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construction of the guideway adjacent to the I-5 right of way. This would
be north of the areas where the Northgate Station, park-and-ride, and
Metro's Transit Oriented Development project would occur.

The analysis of traffic in the EIS through 2035 considers an underlying
increase in traffic growth in the area due to the planned growth in jobs
and housing in the Northgate Urban Center. The major investments in
transit in the area have been considered in the analysis of traffic. This
was the method used for the assessments of traffic for the Lynnwood
Link Extension, as well as for the Northgate Link Extension.

For both projects, Sound Transit's mitigation commitments include
measures to maintain access to the mall and surrounding
neighborhoods, and to work with the City, County, Simon and other
stakeholders to minimize impacts.

B-007-003

The North Link Final SEIS included a detailed review of parking impacts
for the project and identified mitigation where appropriate. Sound Transit
agrees that the planning and coordination of overlapping construction
activities would help reduce individual as well as potential cumulative
effects to traffic, access and parking. The Final EIS identifies such
coordination as a mitigation measure for cumulative effects in section
Section 3.6 of the Final EIS. The potential TOD on King County Metro
property has not been reflected in Sound Transit projects' construction
traffic analysis because there are no detailed plans available for that
project, including a proposed date for construction. However, Sound
Transit expects the development would be within assumed future growth
in traffic levels that are already assumed as part of the No Build
Alternative for the area, which incorporates more jobs, housing and trips
in the Northgate district. In addition, park and ride supply at the
Northgate Station is expected to be fully occupied. As the Lynnwood Link
Extension project would include stations with new park and ride facilities
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to the north of Northgate, capturing trips to the north, this would help
reduce demand for parking spaces at the Northgate Station, and is
projected to reduce bus trips and vehicle trips as well, compared to
levels experienced with the Northgate Extension alone.

B-007-004

The Northgate Extension is considered as part of No Build because the
decision to build and operate the Northgate Link Extension has been
made, the project has completed is environmental review, and it is fully
funded. It will be in place and operating before the Lynnwood Link
Extension is completed. The King County TOD project at Northgate has
been added to this list of projects considered in the cumulative effects
analysis in Final EIS, although further details and timing of the project
remain unconfirmed at this time. In addition, in response to your
comment, the cumulative construction effects for all three projects
together are now discussed in more detail in the Final EIS, including in
Chapter 3 of the Final EIS, as well as in the Transportation Technical
Report.

As noted above, in terms of long term impacts, the Lynnwood Link
Extension would attract transit trips to the north of the Northgate Station,
which would help reduce demand for parking spaces at Northgate, and
would reduce bus trips and vehicle trips as well, reducing the potential
for adverse cumulative effects.

B-007-005

Based on modeling data for the Lynnwood Link Extension, which shows
lower ridership and reduced trips to Northgate after Lynnwood Link
opens, Sound Transit projects decreased transit-related traffic accessing
Northgate. This supports a conclusion that there are no additional Link-
related parking and traffic impacts in the Northgate Station area due to
the Lynnwood Link Extension, and a detailed reexamination of long term
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traffic conditions near the station is not necessary as part of the
Lynnwood Link Extension.

B-007-006

Appendix H in the Final EIS lists the King County TOD project as part of
the set of projects considered for long term and construction cumulative
effects. Individual environmental topics also have added discussion
where relevant, including in transportation (Chapter 3) and Land Use
(Chapter 4, Section 4.2). If construction for the Northgate Link Extension
and Lynnwood Link Extension overlap, Sound Transit will coordinate the
separate projects to minimize traffic impacts during construction, as
described in Section 3.6.9 of the Final EIS. The Lynnwood Link
Extension is not proposing additional parking in the Northgate area, and
because the King County TOD is not a Sound Transit project, Sound
Transit is not responsible for addressing impacts of that project, whether
or not Lynnwood Link is constructed. The King County TOD project
remains conceptual at this point, and with its elements or construction
timing yet to be determined.

B-007-007

The indication of a construction staging area within the mall property in
Figure 6-1 of the Transportation Technical Report is primarily related to
the Northgate Link Extension, but Sound Transit is working with Simon
Properties to allow the site to be used for an early element of Lynnwood
Link Extension, which should help reduce overall construction durations
for the two projects in this area. Parking impacts associated with
Northgate Link Extension construction and operation are addressed in
the Final SEIS and ROD for the Northgate Link Extension (known as
North Link at the time of the Final SEIS).
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This specific proposal is not an element of the Lynnwood Link
Extension. Responses above address Sound Transit's approach and
commitments to coordination construction period planning that would
occur regardless of details of any of the other projects or activities in the
area.

B-007-009

Sound Transit recognizes the importance of the I-5 ramps and 1st
Avenue as access points for the Northgate District as well as for the mall
and its patrons. The Draft and Final EIS and the Transportation
Technical Report all indicate the Northgate/I-5 off-ramp experiences high
levels of congestion and delays, and predict increasing levels of
congestion through 2035. The continued congestion on major highways
and local streets is among the reasons light rail is to be developed in this
area, particularly as the Northgate District continues to absorb growth
and development as a regional growth center defined in regional and city
plans.
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B-007-010

The Lynnwood Link Extension's Northgate area construction activities
will primarily involve the construction of the elevated guideway.
Therefore, the duration and intensity of the construction activities are
expected to be about a year, less than what is needed for the Northgate
Link Extension, which involves a tunnel portal, guideways, the

station, the parking garage, guideways and tailtracks. Truck traffic to
serve construction activities would also be less, with less need for spoils
removal or fill, fewer materials, and fewer crossings of existing streets
and roadways. The Draft EIS had a summary of activities, but deferred
discussion of specific details to the Transportation Technical Report,
which identified the types of activities including potential night-time
periodic closures in the Northgate area on pages 6-10 to 6-19. Additional
discussion is now included in the Final EIS in Chapter 3, and updated
information is in the Transportation Technical Report.

B-007-011

Using the general construction and project development period for the
Lynnwood Link Extension (or the Northgate Link Extension) does not
accurately reflect the duration of construction activities with the potential
for higher construction period traffic impacts. As page 2-27 of the Draft
EIS notes, in any given location, heavy civil construction is expected to
be completed within one to two years. Construction of elevated sections
of the guideway would be staged to minimize major traffic impacts, with
most closures or detours occurring at night. Depending on a contractor's
approach to staging, the guideway segment could be placed within 3
months of relatively continuous work, or 6 to 12 months of intermittent
work. Therefore, there is not a high potential for the Lynnwood Link
Extension to create higher cumulative construction effects than those
already identified for the projects individually, and a continuous ten or
more years of heavy construction adversely affecting access to the
Northgate area is not expected considering the projects in the area. The
Transportation Technical Report gives further detail on likely sequencing
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by area to help support the finding that construction impacts can be
managed to avoid severe impacts.

As noted above, Sound Transit's construction period mitigation
commitments will include coordinating planning with other projects as
well as with stakeholders, the City and WSDOT, which would further
reduce potential construction impacts for individual projects as well as
potential cumulative or sequential projects. As part of final design for the
Northgate Link Extension, Sound Transit has continued to develop
details of the construction sequencing and phasing.

B-007-012

Sound Transit recognizes the concerns of the Mall in retaining its
customer base. The construction planning and mitigation approach for
the project includes a commitment to maintain effective access to the
mall and to parking to reduce the potential for impacts to the long term
customer base of the mall. In addition, the long-term presence of the
light rail line near the mall and the high visibility and accessibility of the
mall for Sound Transit riders has the potential to attract customers to the
mall.

Measures identified in Section 4.3.6 (Economic Impact Mitigation) of

the Final EIS describes communication, marketing and promotional
measures Sound Transit would implement with businesses and business
districts to minimize impacts. This would include working with Simon
Properties to publicize that businesses are open during construction, and
to develop signage and wayfinding systems for the construction period.

B-007-013

The Final EIS includes additional discussion clarifying the areas of
potential construction overlap with the other projects noted in your letter,
and also has further detail on the types of construction activities by
location for the Lynnwood Link Extension. However, many of the
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mitigation measures already defined in the Draft EIS and that now
accompany the Preferred Alternative in the Final EIS are designed to
address the stated concerns over construction and potential impacts

to business and economic activity in the Northgate district. This includes
a commitment to coordinate construction planning and mitigation with
other projects.

B-007-014

Northgate Link Extension has been discussing with Simon Properties the
use of the southwest corner of the Mall site for construction staging and
guideway construction. Impacts related to displaced parking supply are
being addressed by Sound Transit as part of the Northgate Link
Extension.

Figure 6-1 of the Transportation Technical Report indicated a
construction staging area in the mall lot based on preliminary plans; the
Final EIS has updated conceptual design plans for construction staging,
which supercedes the figures that were used in the technical report, but
still shows the edge of the property being potentially used. Construction
staging planning is still in early stages, and the areas to be used would
depend on final design details as well as property availability, including
both public and private properties. The Draft EIS for the Lynnwood Link
Extension identified the mall property as being affected by partial
acquisition in Section 4.1, Acquisitions, and Appendix I-4.1, and includes
conceptual plans in Appendix F that show the potential for parking stalls
on the far west edge of the lot to be impacted in order to construct
structural supports for the guideway as it crosses to the west side of 1st
Avenue NE. The Final EIS updates that information for the Preferred
Alternative. The number of potentially affected spaces is small (less
than 20) compared to the overall supply available at the mall, and the
EIS identifies measures to mitigate any loss of parking on private
property (primarily compensation when the amount of displaced parking
is small).
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B-007-015

The Northgate Link Extension project is proposing the use of the
southwest corner of the mall parking lot, and impacts related to displaced
parking supply as well as the potential for managing potential hide-and-
ride effects, are being addressed by Sound Transit as part of that
project, consistent with the North Link Final SEIS and that project's
Record of Decision. The Final EIS and the Transportation Technical
Report for the Lynnwood Link Extension have further detail about
construction staging and sequencing in the Northgate area, and describe
both the types of activities, the timing, and the nature of construction
staging areas, which are generally west of 1st Avenue. In addition, the
Transportation Technical Report and Chapter 3 of the Final EIS both
indicate that ridership at the Northgate Station would be lower after the
Lynnwood Link Extension opens, which would reduce the potential for
transit-related traffic and parking impacts around the Northgate station.

B-007-016

The conclusions in the Draft EIS, with the visual simulation in Figure G-3,
shows that views would not be impaired because the prominent buildings
within the mall would continue to be visible above the elevated
guideway. The elevation of I-5 slopes down from south to north from an
elevation of about 310 feet at NE 92nd Street to an elevation of about
270 feet at NE 100th Street and continues at that level until it begins to
climb again at about 310 feet at Northgate Way. The buildings of the
Northgate Mall are at an elevation of about 300 feet. Parking lots slope
to the west and south to about 280 feet. Vegetation along I-5 and the
canopy of trees in the parking areas screen the lower portions of the mall
buildings from most of I-5, however the mall is still a prominent landmark
because of the visibility of upper floors of buildings. The light rail
guideway is generally at an elevation of 325 feet. As shown in Figure G-
3 (at about NE 97th at an I-5 elevation of about 284 feet) the guideway
obscures the lower elevations of buildings. The upper portions of
buildings and the general presence of the features of the mall are still
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clearly visible. As I-5 slopes downward to the north, views of mall from
northbound traffic are increasingly obscured by retained vegetation along
I-5 and tree canopy in parking lots. Southbound traffic north of Northgate
Way has few views of the mall because the roadway curves to the east
and views from vehicles are oriented to the southwest. South of
Northgate Way, views of the mall are out of the line of sight of drivers.
Passengers can see major features of the mall by looking sideways. The
elevated portions of the light rail guideway rise from an elevation of
about 310 feet to about 325 feet between 107th Street and Northgate
Way and are above the level of the base of the mall, but is still below the
level of the tree canopy in the mall parking lots. The upper levels of
buildings are still visible. Occupants of vehicles on I-5 have extensive
views of complex urban development on both sides of I-5 and of the
upper portions of buildings, including the mall. The presence of the mall
and other development remains the dominant feature in views from the
road. The portion of the guideway shown in Figure G-3 is part of the
Northgate Link Extension south of the current project, and therefore
illustrates the cumulative impacts of both projects. This figure also shows
the existing parking structures. Proposed station impacts were analyzed
in the Sound Transit North Link Final EIS on pages 4-54 and are
illustrated in Appendix P4.4 View Location 1.

B-007-017

As noted in responses above, the Final EIS and the Transportation
Technical Report provide more detail on construction and how the
Lynnwood Link Extension would reduce the demand for transit-related
trips at the Northgate Station, compared to No Build. Therefore, a
detailed assessment of traffic conditions in Northgate, in addition to the
more detailed analysis conducted for the Northgate Link Extension would
not be needed to confirm that the Lynnwood Link Extension would not
increase traffic impacts compared to the Northgate Extension alone.
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B-007-018

The alternatives in the Lynnwood Link Extension EIS assess the
potential impacts of a project defined as providing an extension of mass
transit from Northgate to Lynnwood. The Northgate Link Extension and
the Lynnwood Link Extension are separate projects, with the Northgate
Link Extension being part of previous decisions, environmental reviews
and funding commitments that have allowed the Central Link system to
be built for the corridor connecting SeaTac to Northgate. Potential
refinements to the Northgate Link Extension are not being considered as
part of the Lynnwood Link Extension. However, as Sound Transit
continues to complete final design for the terminus of the Northgate Link
Extension, the agency is coordinating with Simon Properties, the City,
King County Metro and others to address the concerns that your letter
identifies.

In addition, the Lynnwood Link Extension EIS identifies actions that are
related to the connections between other projects as indirect, secondary
or cumulative. In this way, Sound Transit has evaluated the potential for
significant environmental impacts arising as a result of the Lynnwood
Link Extension, whether it arises directly from the project or whether it
would occur as part of other reasonably foreseeable activities in the
area. This discussion is found in the Final EIS in Chapter 4 for each
resource evaluated, and mitigation measures to address cumulative
effects are identified in the Final EIS.

B-007-019

For the Northgate Extension, Sound Transit has coordinated the project's
final design planning with Simon Property Group and King County Metro
to confirm the location of the park and ride facility at Northgate Station.
The areas that were considered would not be directly affected by the
construction of alternatives being considered for the Lynnwood Link
Extension. Sound Transit has also entered discussions with Simon
Property Group about the use of an area within the west part of the mall
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parking for construction staging for the guideway north of the Northgate
Station. Depending on the final outcome of those discussions and
negotiations, the Lynnwood Link Extension could propose using this area
for construction staging.

B-007-020

Sound Transit generally plans to maintain construction staging along the
Segment A alignment within the proposed guideway, stations, and other
available rights-of-way. Properties proposed for permanent acquisition
or that are available for lease are also often considered for contruction
staging. Appendix F of the Final EIS updates the areas that Sound
Transit expects to utilize for construction activities, which

includes the western edge of the parking lot to the mall where the
guideway would begin before crossing over to the west side of 1st
Avenue. As you know, Sound Transit has been in discussions with
Simon Properties for this area as part of the Northgate project as well.
As part of coordinating construction for both projects, Sound Transit is
also considering opportunities to combine some aspects of construction
of the projects into a single construction period to help reduce overall
impacts.

B-007-021

This issue is related to the Northgate Link Extension and King County's
Transit-Oriented Development project, and is not related to the decisions
being made for the Lynnwood Link Extension.

B-007-022

In the Final EIS and in responses to this letter's individual comments,
Sound Transit has added further information describing the relationship
between the Lynnwood Link Extension to Northgate Link Extension, and
the King County TOD project. This includes further information showing
that the potential combined construction periods would not involve more
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than 10 years of intensive activities that would not be addressed by
mitigation measures already in place in the Lynnwood Link Extension
and North Link EIS documents, that the Lynnwood Link Extension would
have a more limited range and duration of construction activities,
generally north and west of the mall property, and also demonstrating
that the Lynnwood Link Extension would reduce the potential for long
term traffic and parking impacts in the district.

Sound Transit remains committed to working with Simon Properties, the
City of Seattle, King County and others as final design and construction
continues on Northgate Link Extension, and as the County ultimately
advances its TOD project.
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B-008-001

Thank you for identifying your concerns about your building and the
potential impacts to businesses and operations it houses, as well as to
other residences, businesses, and employees along the Alternatives C1
and C2 alignments. While these alternatives would acquire properties
and displace businesses and operations, requiring their relocation, the
mitigation measures identified in Section 4.1 (Acquisitions,
Displacements and Relocations), as well as in Section 4.3 (Economics),
would offset many of the impacts. Sound Transit would also work closely
with tenants, including any affected service agencies, to ensure that their
services would continue to be available during any relocation process.
While these and other mitigation measures are available for those
alternatives to reduce impacts, some impacts would be unavoidable, and
the alternatives indeed vary in terms of which properties and parties
would be affected. Still, larger scale impacts to the overall area are not
likely, because access to the surrounding area and properties would be
maintained throughout construction.

Following the Draft EIS, Sound Transit received a considerable number
of other comments voicing similar concerns about Alternatives C1 and
C2. The Sound Transit Board has identified a modified Alternative C3 as
the Preferred Alternative in the Final EIS. If this alternative is selected for
construction, then the property impacts along 52nd Avenue W would be
avoided. Again, the Draft EIS and the Final EIS both identify mitigation
measures to help reduce the severity of the impacts, and some of the
areas of impact that are noted in your comment (water, air, soll,
vegetation, and wildlife, for example) would not result in adverse effects
to the environment after mitigation has been applied.

B-008-002

The Final EIS provides cost estimate comparisons for all the alternatives
in Chapter 5. The Segment C alternatives have similar cost ranges. The
Draft EIS and Final EIS do not analyze an Alternative C4, but the Final
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EIS does include a Modified Alternative C3, which is similar to an option
proposed by the City of Lynnwood. As discussed in Section 4.3,
Economics, of the Draft and Final EIS, Sound Transit does evaluate the
economic effects of the alternatives, including loss of property tax
revenue, and the section also considers the potential for other types of
effects occurring during construction or operation.

B-008-003

Thank you for your comments regarding near-term conditions and
impacts of the alternatives, compared to the longer range goals to
develop Lynnwood's City Center area. Please see the Final EIS for
updated analyses of the alternatives, including the modified Alternative
C3.
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C-001-001
Sound Transit acknowledges your opposition to Alternative C1 due to its
residential impacts and impacts to Scriber Creek Park and wetlands.
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C-002-001

Following the Draft EIS, the Sound Transit Board directed Sound Transit
to develop a Preferred Alternative that would avoid displacing the
church. The Final EIS describes the additional engineering Sound
Transit undertook to realign 3rd Avenue NE and avoid the potential
displacement of the church. As a result, none of the Segment A
alternatives evaluated in the Final EIS would displace the church or the
church hall. With the realigned street, access to the property has been
maintained, although a portion of land on the church property would be
acquired for the Preferred Alternative and other at-grade alternatives.
Elevated alternatives would also require a portion of the church

property.

Several sections in the Final EIS have been updated to address these
changes: Section 2.5.1 describes the Preferred Alternative and the
refinements in other alternatives for Segment A; Section 4.1 describes
the acquisition impacts; Section 4.4 describes impacts to community
facilities and neighborhoods. In addition, Appendix F presents revised
conceptual engineering plans for the refined Segment A alternatives;
Appendix I-4.1 contains detailed maps and tables concerning acquisition,
displacement, and relocation requirements for each Segment A
alternative, and Appendix G has visual simulations.

As noted in Section 4.1, any acquisition of property, including a portion of
a property, would require fair compensation to the property owner in
accordance with Sound Transit policy and federal and state law.

C-002-002

Thank you for your comments describing the cultural importance of the
Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church. Please see Section 2.5.1 for a
description of the refined Segment A alternatives that

avoid displacing the Church.
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C-003-001

Following the Draft EIS, the Sound Transit Board directed Sound Transit
to develop a Preferred Alternative that would avoid displacing the
church. The Final EIS describes the additional engineering Sound
Transit undertook to realign 3rd Avenue NE and avoid the potential
displacement of the church. As a result, none of the Segment A
alternatives evaluated in the Final EIS would displace the church or the
church hall. With the realigned street, access to the property has been
maintained, although a portion of land on the church property would be
acquired for the Preferred Alternative and other at-grade alternatives.
Elevated alternatives would also require a portion of the church

property.

Several sections in the Final EIS have been updated to address these
changes: Section 2.5.1 describes the Preferred Alternative and the
refinements in other alternatives for Segment A; Section 4.1 describes
the acquisition impacts; Section 4.4 describes impacts to community
facilities and neighborhoods. In addition, Appendix F presents revised
conceptual engineering plans for the refined Segment A alternatives;
Appendix I-4.1 contains detailed maps and tables concerning acquisition,
displacement, and relocation requirements for each Segment A
alternative, and Appendix G has visual simulations.

As noted in Section 4.1, any acquisition of property, including a portion of

a property, would require fair compensation to the property owner in
accordance with Sound Transit policy and federal and state law.
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Sound Transit does not have a "party of record" designation for those
interested in the project. However, Ruth Williams has been added to the
project's email update list, per this written request.
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C-005-001

Following the Draft EIS, the Sound Transit Board directed Sound Transit
to develop a Preferred Alternative that would avoid displacing the
church. The Final EIS describes the additional engineering Sound
Transit undertook to realign 3rd Avenue NE and avoid the potential
displacement of the church. As a result, none of the Segment A
alternatives evaluated in the Final EIS would displace the church or the
church hall. With the realigned street, access to the property has been
maintained, although a portion of land on the church property would be
acquired for the Preferred Alternative and other at-grade alternatives.
Elevated alternatives would also require a portion of the church

property.

Several sections in the Final EIS have been updated to address these
changes: Section 2.5.1 describes the Preferred Alternative and the
refinements in other alternatives for Segment A; Section 4.1 describes
the acquisition impacts; Section 4.4 describes impacts to community
facilities and neighborhoods. In addition, Appendix F presents revised
conceptual engineering plans for the refined Segment A alternatives;
Appendix I-4.1 contains detailed maps and tables concerning acquisition,
displacement, and relocation requirements for each Segment A
alternative, and Appendix G has visual simulations.

As noted in Section 4.1, any acquisition of property, including a portion of
a property, would require fair compensation to the property owner in
accordance with Sound Transit policy and federal and state law.

C-005-002

Thank you for your comments describing the cultural importance of the
Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church. Please see Section 2.5.1 of the
Final EIS for a description of the refined Segment A alternatives that
avoid displacing the church.
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C-006-001

Thank you for your comments describing the cultural importance of the
Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church. Please see Section 2.5.1 of the
Final EIS for a description of the refined Segment A alternatives that
avoid displacing the church.
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C-007-001

Sound Transit will meet ADA standards for all of its facilities and
projects, and a commitment for full access for all persons is an element
of Sound Transit's adopted System Access Policy. Current designs for
the project alternatives generally include new or rebuilt facilities to ADA
standards for the station sites, to and from feeder bus stops and nearby
intersections, and for any streets or other transportation facilities
reconstructed or otherwise improved for the project. During final design,
Sound Transit will also work with local jurisdictions on planning for
access improvements for other facilities connecting to station areas.

C-007-002

Sound Transit will continue to work cooperatively with both Seattle and
Shoreline to design a station that serves all users, including regional
commuters and people coming to and from the surrounding
neighborhoods. Sound Transit will coordinate with King County Metro to
plan for changes in their transit service to support the station. Ultimately,
route and service changes are determined by the local transit agency for
the routes they operate.

C-007-003

Your preference for alternatives that include a station at NE 145th Street
because it would be more easily accessible by those with special

needs is noted.

C-007-004

As described in Chapter 6 Public Involvement and Agency Coordination,
Sound Transit used a variety of outreach activities and methods to
engage the community beginning at the early stage of alternatives
analysis through the Draft EIS, and into identification of the Preferred
Alternative and development of the Final EIS. For the Draft EIS, all of
the sites for the public meetings were accessible by transit and were in
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community facilities throughout the corridor. Activities and methods for
public outreach included kiosks, community events, drop-in sessions, a
project website, news media, fact sheets, brochures, newsletters, and an
email subscription list.

C-007-005

Sound Transit will continue to coordinate with other transportation
agencies, jurisdictions, and interested community organizations,
including for people with special needs.
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Your preference for more stations, rather than fewer, is acknowledged.
The Final EIS evaluates (as did the Draft EIS) three-station Alternatives
A10 and A11. The Sound Transit Board will select the project to be built
after the publication of the Final EIS. The Preferred Alternative includes
the general alignment and stations of Alternative Al, and the Final EIS
also reviews options for a future station at NE 130th Street.

C-008-002

In addition to Alternative B2A, the Final EIS evaluates the Preferred
Alternative, as identified by the Sound Transit Board. The Sound Transit
Board identified a modified Alternative B2 as the Preferred Alternative,
which includes a station at the Mountlake Transit Center. The Sound
Transit Board also directed further study of options to add a station at
220th Street SW or to make provisions for a future station at this
location. Please see the Chapter 2 of the Final EIS for details.
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C-008-003

Following the publication of the Draft EIS, Sound Transit developed a
modification of Alternative C3 for the Final EIS in collaboration with the
City of Lynnwood, with the goals of improving transit integration, better
opportunities for future development, and minimizing natural resource
impacts. Alternative C3 Modified (as named in the Final EIS) includes
moving the station closer to the transit center and is the Preferred
Alternative.

C-008-004

Comment acknowledged. The Sound Transit System Access Policy is
referred to in the Transportation mitigation section (Section 3.6.5) for
nonmotorized transportation.

C-008-005

Sound Transit designs and maintains all of its stations to be safe, secure
and clean, and station platforms include weather protection. The stations
are well lit, have security cameras, and are regularly monitored by
security personnel. The current conceptual plans for the stations include
open areas, and Sound Transit policy encourages partnerships with
other parties that indicate an interest in coordinated developments in
station areas.
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Thank you for your comments describing the cultural importance of the
Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church. See Section 2.5.1 for how Sound
Transit modified the design for all at-grade Segment A alternatives to
avoid displacing the church. Chapters 3 and 4 provide more detail on
how construction would be managed, with Section 4.4 providing more
detail on how impacts would be mitigated to allow the church and center
to remain open during construction.
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C-010-001

Thank you for stating your groups' concerns about the alternatives
crossing Scriber Creek wetlands. Most of the issues you raise are
consistent with the Draft EIS discussions on pages 4-135 and 4-136,
although falling materials and subsequent pollution are not predicted.
During construction and operation, Sound Transit will abide by all
applicable federal, state, and local environmental laws and

regulations. Sound Transit’s policy [Executive Order No. 1, Establishing
a Sustainability Initiative for Sound Transit (2007)] on ecosystem
mitigation is to avoid impacts on environmentally sensitive resources to
the maximum extent practicable and to provide adequate mitigation to
ensure no net loss of ecosystem function and acreage as a result of
agency projects.

C-010-002

Thank you for sharing your concerns regarding Scriber Creek Park. For
what is now the Segment C Preferred Alternative, Sound Transit worked
with the City of Lynnwood to develop a modified Alternative C3 that
minimizes impacts to both Scriber Creek Park and the adjacent
wetlands, while accomplishing other goals for the station site and its
connection to the city center area. The Draft EIS identified potential
impacts to the park with Alternatives C1 and C2 and identified potential
mitigation for these impacts.

The Preferred Alternative does not require any property from the park. If
Alternative C1 moved forward and required the use of Scriber Park
property for the project, Sound Transit would seek approvals for
conversion of property acquired using Conservation Futures funds, as
well as mitigation for any impacts.
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C-010-003

While it is true that Alternative C3 would affect more undeveloped upland
than Alternative C1 or Alternative C2, the EIS analysis does not find
these effects as having a substantially greater negative impact on wildlife
and wildlife habitat than the other alternatives. As shown in Figure 4.8-1c
of the Draft EIS, the upland areas crossed by Alternative C3 are
dominated by maintained vegetation. This classification is consistent with
the aerial imagery in drawing C3M-PP02 in Appendix F. As defined in
the Draft EIS Table 4.8-2, maintained vegetation generally consists of
exotic grasses or annuals such as mown grasses and other low
vegetation. Such areas are unlikely to support abundant or diverse
populations of wildlife. The guideway in that area would be elevated. As
noted on the Draft EIS page 4-137, shading and other impacts on
vegetation underneath elevated guideways at most locations would likely
be minimal, as guideways 15 feet high or more would be able to support
herbaceous plants and shrubs similar to those currently present.

C-010-004

Each of the proposed Segment C alternatives would impact resources
used by either wildlife or humans, but to different degrees. Sound
Transit appreciates your suggestion for the development of a fourth
alternative that would be placed on I-5. The proposed alignment is not
being considered further because an alignment along I-5 beyond where
Alternative C3 crosses to the Lynnwood Transit Center has a higher
potential to impact the Snohomish County PUD Substation and the
existing direct access ramps, and is less able to balance impacts and
benefits such as effective multimodal connections, minimizing walking
distances to the transit center, retain/enhance TOD opportunities,
minimizing wetland impacts, reducing property, displacement and
economic impacts, and connecting to the future City Center. An array of
alignment options were considered as Sound Transit considered
modifications to Alternative C3.
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C-011-001

Your thoughts on the potential NE 145th Street and NE 155th Street
stations are appreciated. The Sound Transit Board identified the NE
145th Street Station as the Preferred Alternative. The Board will make
a final decision selecting the project to be built after publication of the
Final EIS.

C-011-002

Your recommendations regarding the capacity of the parking garage and
potential charges for parking are noted. The stations along the alignment
would provide balanced access for a variety of modes, including transit,
walking, biking and, in several locations, parking, consistent with Sound
Transit's System Access Policy. "Pay to Park" options are being
considered by Sound Transit throughout its system.
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C-011-003

As described in Chapter 2 Alternatives Considered, Section 2.3, all
stations would provide for effective pedestrian and bicycle access to and
from nearby bus stops, park-and-ride facilities, and surrounding streets.
Bicycle parking facilities would be provided. They would be designed to
satisfy all applicable design standards, public access requirements, and
fire, life and safety standards.

C-011-004

Design for the NE 155th Street Station would include accommodation for
emergency vehicle priority and access to and along the arterial.

Potential traffic enhancements along NE 155th Street could include
transit signal priority treatments at traffic signals.

C-011-005

If a NE 155th Street Station were to move forward as part of the project
to be built, a range of architectural concepts would be explored during
final design to minimize potential adverse effects of the new structures,
noise walls, station area lighting, landscaping, and connections with local
roadways.

C-011-006

In coordination with the City of Shoreline, Sound Transit has defined
mitigation measures to offset the impact to a portion of Ridgecrest Park,
including replacement of property for park areas converted to
transportation use and installation of landscaping and a berm or barrier
to provide visual screening. Trees do not typically offer notable

sound reduction, but Sound Transit will work with WSDOT and Shoreline
for tree replacement. Section 4.5 in the Final EIS discusses

tree replacement.
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C-011-007

All streets reconstructed with the project will meet local standards, which
in Shoreline includes pedestrian and bicycle facilities as well as lighting
and crosswalks. The Preferred Alternative plans have further details on
these features, most of which are focused on the station areas and
where streets are realigned for the project (near Ridgecrest Park and at
the NE 145th Street and NE 185th Street Stations).

C-011-008

The noise and vibration impacts analysis considered topographical
conditions in neighborhoods, including Ridgecrest, as described in
Section 4.7 of the EIS and further detailed in the Noise and Vibration
Technical Report. The Final EIS has updated information on

potential noise impacts and mitigation, and Sound Transit's commitment
is to mitigate all moderate to severe transit noise impacts in accordance
to FTA standards.

C-011-009

The alternatives all assume an integrated transit service plan featuring
local buses feeding the stations; for the EIS, Sound Transit worked with
King County Metro and Community Transit to develop a conceptual plan,
and east-west routes were prominent elements of the assumed

network. King County Metro and Community Transit are ultimately the
lead agencies for the actual service plans and any revisions, but their
public planning for service revisions would be coordinated with Sound
Transit, and typically occurs about a year prior to light rail project
opening.

C-011-010

Thank you for your comment regarding rezoning to encourage higher-
density mixed-use development. The rezoning of station areas,
however, is not part of the Lynnwood Link Extension project. Rather,
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revisions to land use plans and regulation is the responsibility of the local
government. Section 4.2.4 Indirect and Secondary Impacts discusses
these potential land use impacts in station areas. Rezoning in the Fifth
Avenue NE and NE 165th Street business district would not likely occur,
but could occur, as an indirect action related to the Lynnwood Link
Extension project. Sound Transit is considering a light rail station at NE
155th Avenues, which is more than 0.5 mile from the district.
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C-012-001

Following the Draft EIS, the Sound Transit Board directed Sound Transit
to develop a Preferred Alternative that would avoid displacing the
church. The Final EIS describes the additional engineering Sound
Transit undertook to realign 3rd Avenue NE and avoid the potential
displacement of the church. As a result, none of the Segment A
alternatives evaluated in the Final EIS would displace the church or the
church hall. With the realigned street, access to the property has been
maintained, although a portion of land on the church property would be
acquired for the Preferred Alternative and other at-grade alternatives.
Elevated alternatives would also require a portion of the church

property.

Several sections in the Final EIS have been updated to address these
changes: Section 2.5.1 describes the Preferred Alternative and the
refinements in other alternatives for Segment A; Section 4.1 describes
the acquisition impacts; Section 4.4 describes impacts to community
facilities and neighborhoods. In addition, Appendix F presents revised
conceptual engineering plans for the refined Segment A alternatives;
Appendix I-4.1 contains detailed maps and tables concerning acquisition,
displacement, and relocation requirements for each Segment A
alternative, and Appendix G has visual simulations.

As noted in Section 4.1, any acquisition of property, including a portion of

a property, would require fair compensation to the property owner in
accordance with Sound Transit policy and federal and state law.
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C-012-002

The vibration and noise analysis for the church uses the FTA impact
criteria. It is Sound Transit’s policy to mitigate light rail transit noise that
would otherwise result in moderate or severe impacts. See Section 4.7
of the Final EIS for updated impact and proposed mitigation information.
Sound Transit's design for the Preferred Alternative also maintains the
parking supply for the church and the center, although the configuration
would be changed in some areas.

C-012-003

Your concern regarding visual impacts is noted and is consistent with
information in the EIS. The impacts of the at-grade alternatives are
rated as medium and include relocation of noise walls to the east and
loss of vegetation as is illustrated in Figures G-16 and G-18. The
impacts of the elevated alternatives are rated as high and include the
visibility of the elevated guideways, which reduced intactness and unity
of views and are illustrated in Figure G-17. Final design will continue to
consider these impacts and potential mitigation.

C-012-004
Please see responses to C-012-001 and C-012-002.
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C-012-005

The elevated alternatives are rated as having a high visual impact on
adjacent residential areas in the text and maps on pages 4-75 and 4-84
in Section 4.5.3 of the Draft EIS. In this case, the elevated guideway
and overhead catenary would be readily visible and reduce intactness
and unity of views from viewpoints to the east. The height of the
elevated guideway relative to surroundings, including the Latvian
Evangelical Lutheran Church, is shown in Figure G-17 in Appendix G of
the Draft EIS. The conceptual plans provided in Appendix F of the Draft
EIS provide greater detail on the alignment and the proposed light rail
profile, including structural heights. Where applicable, information has
been updated for the Final EIS.

Noise monitor location M-6 measured noise levels near the Latvian
Evangelical Lutheran Church. The existing noise levels are described on
page 4-110 and the extent of noise impacts are described on page 4-113
in Section 4.7.3 of the Draft EIS. The noise and vibration technical
report provided further detail, but the monitoring location was used to
predict noise levels and mitigation not only for the church, but also for
surrounding residences, which are highly noise-sensitive.

C-012-006

Based on the design modifications developed for the Preferred
Alternative (which were also applied to all of the at-grade

alternatives) access to the property has been maintained through the
realignment of the city street providing access to the church. See
Section 3.2 of the Final EIS for a better understanding of the differences
in impacts among the alternatives.

Depending on the alternative, noise mitigation includes a noise wall for
at-grade alignment and the introduction of a 4-foot-tall to 8-foot-tall
barrier at the edge of the elevated alignment. Vibration impacts would be
mitigated by designh measures that reduce the amount of vibration
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energy from passing trains to the ground. See Section 3.6 for proposed
transportation-related mitigation, Section 4.5.6 for proposed visual
impacts mitigation, and Section 4.7.7 for proposed vibration and noise
mitigation. Both the Transportation and Noise and Vibration Technical
Reports have also been updated in the Final EIS to reflect changed
conditions.

C-012-007

Individual properties are indicated in the Noise and Vibration Technical
Report, and although we did not mention the church specifically in the
affected environment section, because elevated alternatives did not
have vibration impacts, it has since been added to the Final EIS Noise
and Vibration Technical Report for all alternatives. However, here is a
synopsis for the Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church in the Noise and
Vibration Technical Report for the Final EIS:

* The church impacts are mentioned under the elevated alternatives
in Chapter 7.

* Noise monitoring sites are shown in Attachment A, and site M-6 is
right behind the church at a residence.

« Detailed noise impact tables are in Attachment B, the Latvian
Evangelical Lutheran Church is typically near the top on the second
page of each set of tables (one set for each alternative; the church
is only under Segment A).

» Attachment C has maps showing the impacts, for example, the
Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church is shown as an impact on
Figure C-2a, Alternative A3 impacts.

» Attachments D and E are for vibration and the church is included by
address only in Attachment D, and there is an analysis for each
alternative, just like the noise. Attachment E is vibration data, and
not relevant to the church.

In response to concerns raised about impacts to your church property,
Sound Transit has revisited the alignments of the alternatives in
Segment A. As now described in the Final EIS, none of the Segment A
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alignments would displace the church building, but the western part of
the property would be needed. However, Sound Transit's intent is to
avoid displacing your church and community operations from the
property due to light rail operation.

C-012-008

While the Draft EIS does not detail property by property the specific
construction effects for each alternative, it did note that properties along
the alignment would be subject to typical construction impacts. See
section Section 4.5.3 (Visual), Section 4.7.3 (Noise and Vibration), and
Section 3.2.4 (Traffic and Access). Section 4.4.6 also described the
construction planning and coordination with affected property owners
that would occur. See the Noise and Vibration Technical Report for
property-specific information. Mitigation measures are also identified in
the EIS for visual (Section 4.5.6) and noise and vibration (Section 4.7.7)
impacts.

C-012-009

The realigned roadway needed to maintain access to the property would
involve relocating the caretaker’s residence, but Sound Transit would
provide financial assistance and other services for the relocation, which
would include a review of options for relocating near the church.
Appendix F presents revised conceptual engineering plans for the
refined Segment A alternatives; Appendix I-4.1 contains detailed maps
and tables concerning acquisition, displacement, and relocation
requirements for the alternatives.

C-012-010

Please see response to C-012-001 regarding revisions to the A
alternatives and response to C-012-002 regarding visual impacts.

The noise analysis for the church uses the FTA impact criteria and
Sound Transit mitigates noise impacts to levels below that criteria. The
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FTA criteria for noise are based on exterior noise levels and are more
stringent than the criteria for traffic. It is Sound Transit’s policy to
mitigate moderate or severe impacts. Section 4.7.7 of the Final EIS
describes the potential mitigation measures. As described in earlier
responses, the Final EIS includes updated information on impacts and
mitigation now that the at-grade alternatives do not displace the church.
Section 4.13 of the Final EIS discusses electromagnetic fields, which are
produced whenever electricity is used. No sensitive receptors (i.e.
hospitals, radio stations) are within the range of the light rail line. Itis not
expected that the light rail would interfere with the Latvian Evangelical
Lutheran Church's radio.

C-012-011
Please see noise discussion in response to C-12-010.

C-012-012

Noise walls are planned for all alternatives in this area, either at-grade or
elevated, as mitigation for the light rail impacts. In addition, if any
existing WSDOT noise walls are removed and replaced as part of the
project, they will be placed and designed to provide the same or better
noise reduction as the existing wall, with no increases in highway noise
levels.

C-012-013
Please see responses to C-12-003 and C-12-005.

C-012-014

The Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church, built in 1971, does not meet
the age criteria for the National Register of Historic Properties (NHRP),
but it does meet Seattle's 25-year threshold for landmarks. See Section
4.16.1 and Section 4.16.2 of the Final EIS for additional information on
the landmark process.

Page 182



C-012-015
Wheel squeal only occurs on tight radius curves, not on a straight
section of track, like the ones along this segment of the corridor.

The noise analysis for the Lynnwood Link uses the FTA impact criteria
and Sound Transit mitigates noise impacts to levels below this criteria.
The FTA criteria for noise are based on exterior noise levels and are
more stringent than the criteria for traffic. Sound Transit's policy is to
mitigate moderate or severe impacts. Potential mitigation measures for
noise are described in Section 4.7.7 of the Final EIS.

C-012-016
Please see the previous response to comment C-012-004.

As noted in Section 4.1, any acquisition of property would involve
compensation to the property owner in accordance with the federal
Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies
Act of 1970; the Washington State property acquisition policies and
procedures in Chapter 8.26 Revised Code of Washington (RCW); and
Sound Transit’'s adopted Real Property Acquisition and Relocation
Policy, Procedures, and Guidelines.
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C-012-017
Please see the response to C-009-001.
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C-012-018
Please see the response to C-005-001.

C-012-019
Please see the response to C-005-002.
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C-012-020
Please see the response to S-002-001.

C-012-021
Please see the response to S-002-001.
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C-012-022
Please see the response to C-041-001.

Lynnwood Link Extension Page 191
2013 Draft EIS Comments and Responses



C-012-023
Please see the response to C-041-002.
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C-012-024
Please see the response to C-035-001.
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C-012-025

In response to concerns raised about impacts to the church property,
Sound Transit has revisited the design details of the Segment A
alternatives. As now described in the Final EIS, none of the Segment A
alternatives would displace the church building, but the western part of
the property would be needed. However, Sound Transit's intent is to
avoid displacing your church and community operations from the
property due to light rail operation.
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C-012-026

Thank you for your concerns about the potential displacement of the
Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church and for highlighting its significance
to the region’s Baltic community. This was the most frequent topic noted
in the Draft EIS’s public comment, and the Sound Transit Board
subsequently directed Sound Transit to explore a Preferred Alternative
that would avoid displacing the church. Since the publication of the
Lynnwood Link Extension Draft EIS in June 2013, additional engineering
was undertaken to reduce adverse effects on the Latvian Evangelical
Lutheran Church property and facilities located at 11710 Third Avenue
NE, Seattle. As a result, none of the Segment A alternatives evaluated
in the Final EIS would displace the church or the church hall (also called
the cultural center). Access to the property and its functions have been
maintained.

Several sections in the environmental document have been updated to
address these changes including: Section 2.5.1 describes the refined
alternatives for Segment A; Section 4.1 describes the acquisition
impacts; Section 4.4 describes impacts to community facilities and
neighborhoods; Appendix F presents revised conceptual engineering
plans for the refined Segment A alternatives; Appendix I-4.1 contains
detailed maps and tables concerning acquisition, displacement, and
relocation requirements for each Segment A alternative. Compensation
would be provided if the alternative selected for construction would
require acquisition of land or improvements as is required by the federal
Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies
Act of 1970; the Washington State property acquisition policies and
procedures in Chapter 8.26 Revised Code of Washington (RCW); and
Sound Transit’s adopted Real Property Acquisition and Relocation
Policy, Procedures, and Guidelines.

Construction of the light rail guideway in proximity to the Latvian
Evangelical Lutheran Church would take approximately 1 to 2 years, a

Page 195



Lynnwood Link Extension
2013 Draft EIS Comments and Responses

longer period for elevated alternatives. Construction work would
predominantly occur between 8 am and 6 pm during weekdays with
occasional nighttime and weekend construction. Near-term construction
activities would be communicated to adjacent property owners through a
proactive community outreach plan and may include newsletters,
Internet postings, community meetings, and direct contact by a Sound
Transit representative. Reconstruction of the noise wall on the west
edge of the church property would require negotiation of a temporary
construction easement that would be negotiated prior to the start of
construction.

Sound Transit intends to maintain access to the church and community
center buildings during construction, though the access may differ
somewhat from existing conditions for short periods. Other short-term
impacts would include visual, air quality, and noise impacts. They would
be avoided and minimized with the implementation of best management
practices. These would include fencing the construction area for public
safety, spraying the construction area with water to reduce dust, and use
of temporary noise walls where practical. For additional information, see
Sections 4.5.7, 4.6.7, and 4.7.7, respectively.

C-012-027
Please see response to C-002-001.

C-012-028
Please see response to C-002-002.
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C-012-029
Please see response to C-002-003.
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C-012-030
Please see response to C-034-001.
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C-012-031

Please see response to C-030-001.

C-012-032

Please see response to C-030-001.

C-012-033

Please see response to C-030-001.
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C-012-034
Please see response to C-026-001.
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C-012-035

Please see response to C-015-001.

C-012-036

Please see response to C-015-002.

C-012-037

Please see response to C-015-002.
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C-012-038
Please see response to C-021-001.
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C-012-039
Please see response to C-020-001.
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C-012-040
Please see response to C-003-001.
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C-012-041
Please see response to C-019-001.
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C-012-042
Please see response to C-016-001.

Lynnwood Link Extension Page 207
2013 Draft EIS Comments and Responses



C-012-043

Thank you for your comments describing the cultural importance of the
Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church. See Section 2.5.1 for a description
of the refined Segment A alternatives that avoid displacing the church.

The modifications for the project include a realignment of the city street
serving the church, which will provide a street meeting current city
standards, including sidewalks. The parking area would be modified but
Sound Transit anticipates the current levels of parking for the church
would be maintained.
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C-012-044
Please see response to C-040-001.
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C-012-045
Please see response to C-031-001.
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C-012-046

Thank you for your concerns about the potential displacement of the
Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church. Since the publication of the
Lynnwood Link Extension Draft EIS in June 2013, additional engineering
was undertaken to reduce adverse effects on the Latvian Evangelical
Lutheran Church property and facilities. As a result, none of the Segment
A alternatives evaluated in the Final EIS would displace the church or
the church hall (also called the cultural center). Access to the property
and its functions have been maintained.

Several sections in the environmental document have been updated to
address these changes including: Section 2.5.1 describes the refined
alternatives for Segment A; Section 4.1 describes the acquisition
impacts; Section 4.4 describes impacts to community facilities and
neighborhoods; Appendix F presents revised conceptual engineering
plans for the refined Segment A alternatives; Appendix I-4.1 contains
detailed maps and tables concerning acquisition, displacement, and
relocation requirements for each Segment A alternative. Construction of
the light rail guideway in proximity to the Latvian Evangelical Lutheran
Church would take approximately 1 to 2 years, a longer period for
elevated alternatives.

Construction work would predominantly occur between 8 am and 6 pm
during weekdays with occasional nighttime and weekend construction.
Near-term construction activities would be communicated to adjacent
property owners through a proactive community outreach plan and may
include newsletters, Internet postings, community meetings, and direct
contact by a Sound Transit representative. Reconstruction of the noise
wall on the west edge of the church property would require negotiation of
a temporary construction easement that would be negotiated prior to the
start of construction. Sound Transit's intent is to maintain access to the
church and community center for duration of construction, though the
access may change somewhat from existing conditions for short periods.
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Short-term visual, air quality, and noise impacts would be avoided and
minimized with the implementation of best management practices. These
would include fencing the construction area for public safety, spraying
the construction area with water to reduce dust, and use of temporary
noise walls where practical. For additional information, see Sections
45.7,4.6.7, and 4.7.7, respectively. As an adjacent property, the church
property would be affected long term during operation of the light rail
train, but impacts would be mitigated to allow for the continuance of
ongoing cultural activities. The discussion of impacts in the Final EIS has
been updated to reflect the refined alternatives. Access would be
maintained to the property and the church and community center would
remain. See Sections 3.2 and 3.6 that discuss these transportation
impacts. With the required reconstruction of the noise wall, some
vegetation would be removed from the property. See Sections 4.5.2 and
4.5.7 for additional information. Noise impacts also would vary by
alternative. See Sections 4.7.3 and 4.7.7 for additional information on
impacts and mitigation, respectively.

C-012-047
Please see response to C-006-001.
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C-012-048

Following the Draft EIS, the Sound Transit Board directed Sound Transit
to develop a Preferred Alternative that would avoid displacing the
church. The Final EIS describes the additional engineering Sound
Transit undertook to realign 3rd Avenue NE and avoid the potential
displacement of the church. As a result, none of the Segment A
alternatives evaluated in the Final EIS would displace the church or the
church hall. With the realigned street, access to the property has been
maintained, although a portion of land on the church property would be
acquired for the Preferred Alternative and other at-grade alternatives.
Elevated alternatives would also require a portion of the church

property.

Several sections in the Final EIS have been updated to address these
changes: Section 2.5.1 describes the Preferred Alternative and the
refinements in other alternatives for Segment A; Section 4.1 describes
the acquisition impacts; Section 4.4 describes impacts to community
facilities and neighborhoods. In addition, Appendix F presents revised
conceptual engineering plans for the refined Segment A alternatives;
Appendix I-4.1 contains detailed maps and tables concerning acquisition,
displacement, and relocation requirements for each Segment A
alternative, and Appendix G has visual simulations.

As noted in Section 4.1, any acquisition of property, including a portion of

a property, would require fair compensation to the property owner in
accordance with Sound Transit policy and federal and state law.
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C-012-049

Thank you for your concerns about the potential displacement of the
Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church and for highlighting its significance
to the region’s Baltic community. Since the publication of the Lynnwood
Link Extension Draft EIS in June 2013, substantial additional engineering
was undertaken to reduce adverse effects on the Latvian Evangelical
Lutheran Church property and facilities. As a result, none of the Segment
A alternatives evaluated in the Final EIS would displace the church or
the church hall (also called the cultural center). Access to the property
and its functions have been maintained.

Several sections in the environmental document have been updated to
address these changes including: Section 2.5.1 describes the refined
alternatives for Segment A; Section 4.1 describes the acquisition
impacts; Section 4.4 describes impacts to community facilities and
neighborhoods; Appendix F presents revised conceptual engineering
plans for the refined Segment A alternatives; Appendix I-4.1 contains
detailed maps and tables concerning acquisition, displacement, and
relocation requirements for each Segment A alternative. Compensation
also would be provided if the alternative selected for construction would
require acquisition of land or improvements as is required by the federal
Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies
Act of 1970; the Washington State property acquisition policies and
procedures in Chapter 8.26 Revised Code of Washington (RCW); and
Sound Transit’s adopted Real Property Acquisition and Relocation
Policy, Procedures, and Guidelines.
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C-012-050

Following the Draft EIS, the Sound Transit Board directed Sound Transit
to develop a Preferred Alternative that would avoid displacing the
church. The Final EIS describes the additional engineering Sound
Transit undertook to realign 3rd Avenue NE and avoid the potential
displacement of the church. As a result, none of the Segment A
alternatives evaluated in the Final EIS would displace the church or the
church hall. With the realigned street, access to the property has been
maintained, although a portion of land on the church property would be
acquired for the Preferred Alternative and other at-grade alternatives.
Elevated alternatives would also require a portion of the church

property.

Several sections in the Final EIS have been updated to address these
changes: Section 2.5.1 describes the Preferred Alternative and the
refinements in other alternatives for Segment A; Section 4.1 describes
the acquisition impacts; Section 4.4 describes impacts to community
facilities and neighborhoods. In addition, Appendix F presents revised
conceptual engineering plans for the refined Segment A alternatives;
Appendix I-4.1 contains detailed maps and tables concerning acquisition,
displacement, and relocation requirements for each Segment A
alternative, and Appendix G has visual simulations.

As noted in Section 4.1, any acquisition of property, including a portion of

a property, would require fair compensation to the property owner in
accordance with Sound Transit policy and federal and state law.
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C-013-001

Thank you for your comments describing the cultural importance of the
Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church to the Latvian community in
western Canada. See Section 2.5.1 for a description of the refined
Segment A alternatives that avoid displacing the church.
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C-014-001

Thank you for your comments describing the cultural importance of the
Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church. Please see Section 2.5.1 of the
Final EIS for a description of the refined Segment A alternatives that
avoid displacing the church.
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C-015-001

Thank you for your comments describing the cultural importance of the
Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church. See Section 2.5.1 for a
description of the refined Segment A alternatives that avoid displacing
the church.

C-015-002

Following the Draft EIS, the Sound Transit Board directed Sound Transit
to develop a Preferred Alternative that would avoid displacing the
church. The Final EIS describes the additional engineering Sound
Transit undertook to realign 3rd Avenue NE and avoid the potential
displacement of the church. As a result, none of the Segment A
alternatives evaluated in the Final EIS would displace the church or the
church hall. With the realigned street, access to the property has been
maintained, although a portion of land on the church property would be
acquired for the Preferred Alternative and other at-grade alternatives.
Elevated alternatives would also require a portion of the church

property.

Several sections in the Final EIS have been updated to address these
changes: Section 2.5.1 describes the Preferred Alternative and the
refinements in other alternatives for Segment A; Section 4.1 describes
the acquisition impacts; Section 4.4 describes impacts to community
facilities and neighborhoods. In addition, Appendix F presents revised
conceptual engineering plans for the refined Segment A alternatives;
Appendix I-4.1 contains detailed maps and tables concerning acquisition,
displacement, and relocation requirements for each Segment A
alternative, and Appendix G has visual simulations.

As noted in Section 4.1, any acquisition of property, including a portion of
a property, would require fair compensation to the property owner in
accordance with Sound Transit policy and federal and state law.
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C-016-001

Thank you for your comments describing the cultural importance of the
Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church. See Section 2.5.1 for a description
of the refined Segment A alternatives that avoid displacing the church.
Construction of the light rail guideway in proximity to the Latvian
Evangelical Lutheran Church would take approximately 1 to 2 years.

Construction work would predominantly occur between 8 am and 6 pm
during weekdays with occasional nighttime and weekend construction.
Near-term construction activities would be communicated to adjacent
property owners through a proactive community outreach plan and may
include newsletters, Internet postings, community meetings, and direct
contact by a Sound Transit representative. Reconstruction of the noise
wall on the west edge of the church property would require negotiation of
a temporary construction easement that would be negotiated prior to the
start of construction. Sound Transit's intent is to maintain access to the
church and community center during construction, although the access
may shift as the realigned city street is constructed. Please see the
following sections of the Final EIS regarding noise: Section 4.7.3 long
term impacts, Section 4.7.4 construction impacts, and Section 4.7.7 for
proposed mitigation measures.
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C-017-001

The proposed parking facility at the NE 185th Street site was developed
considering the project's objectives of good multi-modal connections to
fast, frequent and reliable two-way transit service serving the corridor
communities. The 500-space parking garage would be one element of
access for a station expected to serve 6,600 daily riders, most of which
are expected to be coming from the surrounding community via transit,
biking or walking. Other proposed stations for the corridor at about 2
mile intervals also help distribute the need for parking. The overall
station site for the Preferred Alternative features a parking garage that is
adjacent to and west of I-5 and across the freeway from the station
area. Other alternatives include a parking garage to the east of I-5,
adjacent to the station. Sound Transit has also worked closely with the
City of Shoreline, which has undergone its own station planning study
and environmental review focusing on the areas surrounding the station.
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C-017-002

Access to the proposed light rail stations for non-motorized users

and feeder bus lines is described in Section 3.2 of the Final EIS.
Features include pedestrian and bicycle access to and from feeder bus
lines, park-and-ride facilities, and surrounding streets. Each station
would include bicycle storage. Section 2.5.1 of the Final EIS describes
factors affecting the range of alternatives, one of them being the
maximization of existing transit infrastructure. Analysis of the existing
regional transit including service characteristics, ridership, and travel
times; transit level of service; and local and sub-regional transit is
provided in Section 3.1.2. Section 3.2.2 provides an overview of long-
term impacts to regional transit.

C-017-003

The Draft EIS considered TOD potential in the comparison of
alternatives and impacts analysis, particularly in the assessment of
potential indirect impacts related to the project. As noted in your letter,
Sound Transit’s TOD policy states that the agency will assess TOD
during project development to help determine the potential for future
development in and around a proposed station location. Assessments
were conducted at all proposed station locations based on existing
conditions. When the assessment was conducted for the Draft EIS,
zoning around the NE 185th Street Station was primarily single-family
residential. Shoreline has subsequently conducted a station area
planning and environmental review process for the area, examining
potential changes in the types of development that could be allowed in
the station area, with the city's final plan updates occurring in 2015. For
the Final EIS, Sound Transit updated the TOD report, which is available
on the project web site. Implementation of TOD policy continues through
final design, construction, and post construction. Implementation
includes identifying TOD opportunities and strategies as well as
partnerships with public and private interests as noted in Section 4.2.4 of
the Draft EIS.
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C-017-004
Your preference for Option 1 for the NE 185th Street Station design is
noted.

C-017-005

Section 2.4 of the Final EIS describes the typical features of light rail
alternatives, including accommodations for pedestrians, bicyclists, and
feeder bus services at light rail stations. Section 2.2 of the Final EIS has
updates for the Preferred Alternative. Section 3.2 of the Final EIS
discusses features of the proposed project as it relates transit features
and non-motorized facilities, and describes the effects that are
associated with the different alternatives. Further details are shown in
the Conceptual Plans (Appendix F) and the Transportation Technical
Report, both provided on CD with the Draft and Final EIS and available
on the project website.

C-017-006

Thank you for your comments and recommendations for improved
circulation and safety near the NE 185th Street Station. Design for the
NE 185th Street Station area would include intersection traffic control to
manage the many travel modes and access to the station.

C-017-007
Your preference for Option 1 is noted.

C-017-008

Thank you for your comment regarding transit-oriented development
(TOD). Overbuilding of a station or parking garage to provide
development opportunities involves a number of trade-offs. As you
mentioned, the option to develop the stations in this way is allowed in
Sound Transit’s TOD Policy, and the current designs do not preclude the
opportunity. Sound Transit will consider a joint development project if a
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number of conditions are met, including having an interested
development partner. Currently, there have been no proposals from
parties interested in joint development at the Lynnwood Link Extension
stations, but Sound Transit will continue to investigate possibilities.

C-017-009

In Section 4.5.2 of the Draft EIS, it states that Sound Transit would
develop design criteria with input from local jurisdictions and WSDOT;
and Sound Transit would adhere to the local jurisdiction’s design
standards in station areas, if applicable, to promote visual unity in these
areas.

C-017-010

Sound Transit will comply with all applicable tree protection standards in
City of Shoreline Municipal Code 20.50 Subchapter 5. Sound Transit
would minimize vegetation clearing, as noted in Section 4.8.6 of the Draft
EIS.

C-017-011

In the Final EIS, all alternatives include a station at NE 185th Street to
the north. Because siting of a station requires a straight track, an
alignment south of NE 185th Street is infeasible. The Final EIS Chapter
2 has more detail on the Preferred Alternative.
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C-018-001

Your preference for stations at NE 145th Street and NE 185th Street,
and support for further consideration of a station at NE 130th Street is
noted. In November 2013, the Sound Transit Board identified an at-
grade and elevated alignment with stations at NE 145th and NE 185th
streets (Alternative Al with modifications) as the Preferred Alternative in
Segment A. The Board also directed further study of options to add a
station at NE 130th Street or to make provisions for a future station. The
Sound Transit Board identified an elevated station crossing over NE
236th Street east of I-5 as the station alignment for the Preferred
Alternative in Segment B. The freeway station remains part of
Alternative B4. The 130th Street Station remains part of the other A
alternatives (A5, A7, A10, All) aside from the Preferred Alternative.

C-018-002

Sound Transit designed the project to provide good access for all
modes, and worked with local jurisdictions and transit agencies to
identify effective station sites and access plans for the proposed
alternatives. Access to the proposed light rail stations for non-motorized
users and feeder bus lines is described in Section 3.2 of the Draft EIS.
Features include pedestrian and bicycle access to and from feeder bus
lines, park-and-ride facilities, and surrounding streets. Each station
would have bicycle storage. Section 2.6.1 of the Draft EIS describes
factors affecting the range of alternatives, one of them being the
maximization of existing transit infrastructure. Analysis of the existing
regional transit including service characteristics, ridership, and travel
times; transit level of service; and local and sub-regional transit is
provided in Section 3.1.2. Section 3.2.2 provides an overview of long-
term impacts to regional transit.

Implementation of TOD policy continues through final design,
construction, and post construction. Implementation includes identifying
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TOD opportunities and strategies as well as partnerships with public and
private interests as noted in Section 4.2.4 of the Draft EIS.
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C-019-001

After the publication of the Draft EIS, the Sound Transit Board
subsequently directed Sound Transit to explore a Preferred Alternative
that would avoid displacing the church. The Final EIS describes the
results of additional engineering Sound Transit undertook to avoid the
potential displacement of the church. As a result, none of the Segment
A alternatives evaluated in the Final EIS would displace the church or
the church hall (also called the cultural center). Access to the property
and its functions have been maintained, although a small portion of land
on the property's edge would be acquired for the Preferred Alternative
and other at-grade alternatives. Elevated alternatives would also require
a portion of the church property, but an elevated design by the church is
not the Preferred Alternative.

Several sections in the Final EIS have been updated to address these
changes including: Section 2.5.1 describing the refined alternatives for
Segment A; Section 4.1 describes the acquisition impacts; Section 4.4
describes impacts to community facilities and neighborhoods; Appendix
F presents revised conceptual engineering plans for the refined Segment
A alternatives; Appendix I-4.1 contains detailed maps and tables
concerning acquisition, displacement, and relocation requirements for
each Segment A alternative, and Appendix G has visual simulations.
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C-020-001

Following the Draft EIS, the Sound Transit Board directed Sound Transit
to develop a Preferred Alternative that would avoid displacing the
church. The Final EIS describes the additional engineering Sound
Transit undertook to realign 3rd Avenue NE and avoid the potential
displacement of the church. As a result, none of the Segment A
alternatives evaluated in the Final EIS would displace the church or the
church hall. With the realigned street, access to the property has been
maintained, although a portion of land on the church property would be
acquired for the Preferred Alternative and other at-grade alternatives.
Elevated alternatives would also require a portion of the church property.

Several sections in the Final EIS have been updated to address these
changes including: Section 2.5.1 describing the refined alternatives for
Segment A; Section 4.1 describes the acquisition impacts; Section 4.4
describes impacts to community facilities and neighborhoods; Appendix
F presents revised conceptual engineering plans for the refined Segment
A alternatives; Appendix I-4.1 contains detailed maps and tables
concerning acquisition, displacement, and relocation requirements for
each Segment A alternative, and Appendix G has visual simulations.
Section 4.7.3 of the Final EIS discusses noise and vibration impacts and
Section 4.7.7 describes the proposed mitigation measures that would be
applied.
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C-021-001

The Sound Transit Board directed Sound Transit to explore a Preferred
Alternative that would avoid displacing the church. The Final EIS
describes the results of additional engineering that Sound Transit
undertook to avoid the potential displacement of the church. As a result,
none of the Segment A alternatives evaluated in the Final EIS would
displace the church or the church hall (also called the cultural center).
Access to the property and its functions have been maintained, although
a small portion of land on the property's edge would be acquired for the
Preferred Alternative and other at-grade alternatives. Elevated
alternatives would also require a portion of the church property, but the
existing roadway access would remain in place.

Several sections in the Final EIS have been updated to address these
changes including: Section 2.5.1 describing the refined alternatives for
Segment A; Section 4.1 describes the acquisition impacts; Section 4.4
describes impacts to community facilities and neighborhoods; Appendix
F presents revised conceptual engineering plans for the refined Segment
A alternatives; Appendix I-4.1 contains detailed maps and tables
concerning acquisition, displacement, and relocation requirements for
each Segment A alternative, and Appendix G has visual simulations.
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C-022-001

Thank you for your comments describing the cultural importance of the
Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church. Please see Section 2.5.1 of the
Final EIS for a description of the refined Segment A alternatives that
avoid displacing the church.
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C-023-001

Traffic impacts and multi-modal conflicts were addressed in the Draft EIS
and updated in the Final EIS. The Sound Transit Board identified the NE
145th Street Station as part of the Preferred Alternative rather than the
NE 155th Street Station, although the Final EIS continues to evaluate all
of the alternatives. The Sound Transit Board will ultimately determine
the alternative to implement and the project to be built after the Final EIS
has been issued.
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C-023-002

As described in Section 2.3 of the Final EIS, station access is intended
to serve a variety of user types including non-motorized users, those
commuting by automobile, and those arriving on bus. Park-and-ride
spaces are part of a balanced approach to access, and they can help
minimize parking impacts to neighborhoods while providing access to
light rail for areas transitioning from suburban to urban densities.
Consistent with its adopted System Access Policy, Sound Transit will
continue to refine the station access plans for the project during final
design.

C-023-003

In the areas that you reference, the potential for cut-through traffic may
exist with or without the light rail project and parking garages. Along N
145th Street, the potential would be related to how existing signals
operate (and where left-turn pockets are available) for southbound traffic
accessing N 145th Street; as well as the reverse movement, i.e.,
northbound traffic from N 145th Street accessing Meridian Avenue.
General traffic could seek cut-through routes between these two points,
not just light rail station traffic. Likewise, the second location noted on
Corliss at N 160th is a location with a pre-existing issue related to cut
through traffic.

At NE 148th Street between 5th and 8th Avenues, near the 145th Street
station, there is the potential for cut through traffic more directly related
to station traffic.

In Section 3.6.4, the EIS notes that in areas where cut-through traffic due
to the stations may occur, signage as well as more active calming
treatments could be considered, and Sound Transit would coordinate
with the City to determine the most appropriate measures.
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C-023-004

The streets reconstructed with the project would meet applicable city
standards, which typically include sidewalks providing for pedestrian and
bicycle use; station access plans also are considering all modes of
access, including bicycling and walking. The Draft EIS Transportation
Technical Report includes an inventory of pedestrian facilities within 1/2
mile of stations and bicycle facilities within 1 mile of stations. This
inventory helped Sound Transit work with local jurisdictions on
pedestrian and bicycle access planning in the station areas.

C-023-005

The NE 155th Street Station is one of the alternative station locations
with the lowest forecasted ridership and therefore one of the lower
pedestrian volume estimates. The estimated future PM peak hour period
volume leaving the NE 155th Street Station is estimated at
approximately 40 pedestrians per hour, based on the ridership forecasts
(other riders are assumed to transfer to bus or are park-and-ride
patrons). The pedestrians will primarily walk to the east and west from
the station. While many pedestrian amenities are desirable near
stations, the volume at the NE 155th Street Station is not anticipated to
result in an impact to existing facilities.

The station garage is expected to accommodate the projected demand
for park-and-ride; however, if the demand for transit increases, it is
possible that all day parking of transit riders could occur where on-street
parking is available within walking distance of the station. Section 3.6.7
of the EIS identifies measures that could be applied to discourage
parking by transit users in the station areas For example, signs
restricting parking duration could be installed at Twin Ponds Park and
along 1st Avenue NE.

C-023-006
Sound Transit appreciates your suggestions for park, trail and other
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neighborhood amenities that could complement the regional investment
in a light rail station serving the area. However, such improvements are
beyond the scope of the proposed project.

C-023-007

Thank you for your comments on the Lynnwood Link Extension Draft
EIS. Sound Transit acknowledges your preference for a station at NE
145th Street and your discussion of the pros and cons associated with
the Segment A station alternatives. The Final EIS evaluates all the
alternatives evaluated in the Draft EIS (with updated analysis when
needed). The Final EIS also evaluates the Preferred Alternative the
Sound Transit Board identified in November 2013, with a station at NE
145th Street.

Lynnwood Link Extension Page 234
2013 Draft EIS Comments and Responses



C-024-001
Your reasons for favoring a station at 155th Street are noted.

C-024-002
Your reasons favoring a NE 145th Street Station location are noted.
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C-024-003

As described in Chapter 2, Alternatives Considered (Section 2.6.1),
Sound Transit's planning of the alternatives emphasized opportunities to
minimize environmental impacts, particularly property acquisitions

and displacements.

C-024-004

Sound Transit will comply with all applicable tree protection standards in
City of Shoreline Municipal Code 20.50 Subchapter 5 and minimize
vegetation and tree removal to the extent practical.

C-024-005

Mitigation measures to reduce impacts to residential streets during
construction are described in Section 3.6 of the Draft EIS. The
members' preference for 155th Station due to better access to existing
businesses is noted.

C-024-006

Sound Transit would mitigate impacts on NE 145th Street or NE 155th
Street as a result of additional traffic using the park-and-ride garages.
Please refer to the Final EIS.

C-024-007

Sound Transit maintains all of its stations to ensure they remain clean
and safe. The stations will be well lit, feature security cameras, and are
regularly monitored in person by security personnel. As described in
Section 4.14 of the Draft EIS, crime is not expected to increase as a
result of operation of the stations, in part because of project design and
because most areas in the project corridor have low crime rates.
Presence on station platforms requires proof of fare payment and fare-
paid areas will be regularly patrolled by fare inspectors and security
personnel.
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None of the alternatives would have an operating school close by and
they would not affect travel times or routes for school buses. Lakeside
School is the closest school to a station (NE 145th Street Station). As
described in Section 4.14.2 of the Draft EIS, the safety-related
improvements (sidewalks and protected crossings) to serve all
pedestrians accessing the station would also improve the walking
environment for Lakeside students. Section 3.6.9 of the Draft EIS
discusses notification and communication with school officials so they
may provide advanced and ongoing notice to students and parents
concerning construction near schools.

C-024-008

As described in Section 3.6.4 of the Draft EIS, measures to address cut-
through traffic impacts could include signage, traffic calming measures or
other cut-through restrictions, and would be determined in conjunction
with local jurisdictions.

C-024-009

Sound Transit evaluated the potential for disruption or separation of the
community in the Draft EIS in Section 4.4 Social Impacts, Community
Facilities, and Neighborhoods. In Section 4.4.1, the point is made that
the City of Shoreline is currently bisected by I-5, which limits the east-
west street network. Tall trees, sound barriers, and the noise of
vehicular traffic further define this existing line in the city. The light rail
project would not remove east-west connection points over the freeway.
Stations at major arterial crossings is more likely to encourage east-west
movements within the community. Please see Section 4.4.2 for more
information.

C-024-010
Please see response to C-024-008.
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C-024-011

As described in Section 3.2.5 of the Final EIS, Sound Transit would
provide pedestrian and bicycle improvements at Lynnwood Link
Extension stations consistent with its current System Access Policy to
safely accommodate projected increases in pedestrian and bicycle travel
associated with the project. Sound Transit would also work with local
agencies to determine which pedestrian and bicycle improvements
would be most appropriate to support station access and safety. Any
new facilities would be designed and constructed to meet or exceed local
jurisdictional standards for pedestrian and bicycle mobility.

C-024-012

Tree loss was discussed in the Draft EIS discussion (loss of mature
vegetation in Viewshed 5) on pages 4-77 and 4-78. Mitigation measures
such as preserving trees and replanting vegetation is discussed in the
Draft EIS on page 94. Planting of mature trees is generally not
recommended due to lower levels of survival of larger specimens, but
other measures to help soften the initial impacts as replacement
vegetation matures are available. See section 4.5.6 of the Final EIS for
an updated discussion of the mitigation measures proposed. As
described in Section 4.7, severe to moderate noise impacts due to the
project will be mitigated.

Your preference for an at grade design is noted.

C-024-013

The potential for air quality and greenhouse gas emission impacts was
examined by modeling the emissions at several of the

more congested and high volume locations along the corridor, including
near stations, as discussed in Section 4.6.3. Sound Transit found no
violations of federal air quality standards in these locations. Design for
the station and parking facility will be based on Sound Transit Design
Standards and local agency input and review, as well as by WSDOT and
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FHWA. Direct access to an interstate from a park and ride structure is
not being considered because new access points to I-5 are not allowed
by FHWA, but modified ramp access is being considered for several
alternatives that would provide effective connections to the

freeway. Access plans and designs for the station will address all
modes, including the provision of bicycle facilities and storage.

C-024-014

Foliage, if dense, can provide slight reductions in noise levels. There

is up to a 3-dBA reduction in transportation noise for locations with at
least 100 feet of dense foliage that contains leaves all year. Also, a 3-dB
reduction in noise level is barely perceptible to most people;

therefore, foliage in virtually all areas of this project corridor will have
little overall effect on light rail or traffic noise. On the subject of replanting
removed foliage, please see the response to C-024-12.

C-024-015

Managing stormwater volumes and pollutant discharges to natural water
bodies is a priority for Sound Transit. Sound Transit’s policy [Executive
Order No. 1, Establishing a Sustainability Initiative for Sound Transit
(2007)] on ecosystem mitigation is to avoid impacts on environmentally
sensitive resources (including water resources) to the maximum extent
practicable and to provide adequate mitigation to ensure no net loss of
ecosystem function and acreage as a result of agency projects. The
project would be designed to comply with all federal, state, and local
regulations to remove pollutants and control potential risks to water
resources through project planning, design, and the application of best
management practices.

C-024-016
Sound Transit requires all projects to consider low-impact development
(LID) methods, such as permeable pavement, as a first choice for

Lynnwood Link Extension Page 239
2013 Draft EIS Comments and Responses



Lynnwood Link Extension
2013 Draft EIS Comments and Responses

stormwater treatment (Design Criteria Manual, July 2012). As
summarized in Section 4.9.1 of the Draft EIS, the most common soil
group in the project area is Type C, which is predominantly till-type soil
that has a low infiltration and high runoff potential, generally not
compatible with many LID approaches such as permeable pavement that
require soil to infiltrate. However, some other locations in the project
area contain Soil Types A and B, which have high to moderate infiltration
potential, respectively, and are generally compatible with many types of
LID stormwater facilities. Sound Transit will evaluate the feasibility of
permeable pavement throughout the project area.

C-024-017

As described in Section 4.15.2 of the Draft EIS, power connections for
the traction power substations to the nearest existing power source
would be either overhead or underground. Section 4.15.3 of the Draft
EIS describes existing utilities that may be relocated where they intersect
the alternative alignments. The method of relocation would be consistent
with Sound Transit's policy of replacing existing utilities in-kind when the
relocation is to be funded by Sound Transit. The potential for using solar
energy or other renewable energy sources is consistent with Sound
Transit's Sustainability Policy, and would be reviewed during final design.

C-024-018

A geotechnical evaluation of the potential impacts of this project on
Ridgecrest Park was completed as a component of design development.
At both Twin Ponds Park and Ronald Bog Park, the preferred alignment
is located on the east side of the freeway. Due to the distance of the
project from the park, the vibrations during construction and operation of
light rail are unlikely to affect the soils below the parks. Vibration
monitoring equipment will also be routinely deployed along the alignment
during construction to assess vibrations. If potentially damaging
vibrations associated with construction activities are recorded, mitigation
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measures (such as different types of equipment, protection at receptor
locations, etc.) would be implemented.

C-024-019

Thank you for sharing your concerns regarding Ridgecrest Park. Sound
Transit is working closely with the City of Shoreline to minimize impacts
to Ridgecrest Park and mitigate unavoidable impacts. Based on
preliminary design, a portion of the existing berm and trees will likely
need to be removed. Sound Transit will coordinate with the City to
replace the screening and noise reducing function of the berm and trees
where possible. No impacts to the playing fields are anticipated.
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C-025-001

The Sound Transit Board directed Sound Transit to explore a Preferred
Alternative that would avoid displacing the church. The Final EIS
describes the results of additional engineering Sound Transit undertook
to avoid the potential displacement of the church. As a result, none of
the Segment A alternatives evaluated in the Final EIS would displace the
church or the church hall (also called the cultural center). Access to the
property and its functions have been maintained, although a small
portion of land on the property's edge would be acquired for the
Preferred Alternative and other at-grade alternatives. Elevated
alternatives would also require a portion of the church property.

Several sections in the Final EIS have been updated to address these
changes including: Section 2.5.1 describing the refined alternatives for
Segment A; Section 4.1 describes the acquisition impacts; Section 4.4
describes impacts to community facilities and neighborhoods; Appendix
F presents revised conceptual engineering plans for the refined Segment
A alternatives; Appendix I-4.1 contains detailed maps and tables
concerning acquisition, displacement, and relocation requirements for
each Segment A alternative, and Appendix G has visual simulations.
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C-026-001

The Sound Transit Board directed Sound Transit to explore a Preferred
Alternative that would avoid displacing the church. The Final EIS
describes the results of additional engineering Sound Transit undertook
so that none of the Segment A alternatives in the Final EIS would
displace the church or the church hall (also called the cultural center).
Access to the property and its functions have been maintained, although
a small portion of land on the property's edge would be acquired for the
Preferred Alternative and other at-grade alternatives. Elevated
alternatives would also require a small portion of the church property.

Several sections in the Final EIS have been updated to address these
changes including: Section 2.5.1 describing the refined alternatives for
Segment A; Section 4.1 describes the acquisition impacts; Section 4.4
describes impacts to community facilities and neighborhoods; Appendix
F presents revised conceptual engineering plans for the refined Segment
A alternatives; Appendix I-4.1 contains detailed maps and tables
concerning acquisition, displacement, and relocation requirements for
each Segment A alternative, and Appendix G has visual simulations.
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C-027-001

As described in Section 1.4 of the Final EIS, the light rail alternatives,
including potential stations, are in response to the project's purpose and
need, as defined in Chapter 1. While bicycle access remains an
important consideration for the project, further study and detailed
evaluations of bicycle access would not substantially differentiate the
alternatives under consideration. All of the alternatives are designed to
provide for effective pedestrian and bicycle access, including to and from
the stations to feeder bus lines/stations, park-and-ride facilities, and to
the surrounding street system. The project would be designed to satisfy
all applicable public access, facility design standards, and life safety
requirements. As described in Section 3.2.5 of the Final EIS, Sound
Transit would provide for pedestrian and bicycle access at Lynnwood
Link Extension stations and on streets reconstructed as part of the
project, consistent with the agency's adopted System Access Policy.
Finally, the Federal Transit Administration's rules and guidelines for a
New Start project EIS do not dictate a 3-mile radius study area for
bicycle facility inventories, but the project's EIS did include an inventory
of facilities within 1 mile of potential stations.
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C-027-002

Alternative routes away from the I-5 corridor were considered during the
Alternatives Analysis and early EIS planning, with participation from the
public and jurisdictions. This included alignments along Lake City Way,
15th Avenue NE, and SR 99. Ultimately, the current station sites are in
locations that still provide good multimodal access to nearby centers, but
avoid higher impacts to the surrounding neighborhoods and the natural
environment. Section 2.5, Descriptions of Light Rail Alternatives by
Segment, gives further details on the planning, environmental,
transportation, engineering and cost considerations that shaped the EIS
alternatives, and the project's Alternative Analysis report is appended to
the EIS. In Segment B, the Preferred Alternative has the station at the
transit center, nearer the areas Mountlake Terrace targets for transit-
oriented development. In Segment C, while Alternative C1 has the
station closest to the city center, the connecting alignment also carried
the highest level residential and displacement impacts, and impacted a
city park. The Preferred Alternative, a modified C3, brings the station
closer than the original Alternative C3 while still retaining that
alternative's lower overall environmental impacts. The station area
design also offers good visibility and allows effective bicycle and
pedestrian connections from multiple directions.
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C-027-003

Section 2.5.1 describes the factors Sound Transit considered in
developing its alignment and station alternatives, which in this corridor
needed to balance transportation, access, land use, economic
development, environmental and cost factors. As noted in the station by
station qualitative ratings of station area transit oriented development,
including for potential stations at NE 130th Street, NE 145th Street, and
NE 155th Street, there are few business districts near the general
alignment along I-5, outside of the two regional centers at Northgate and
Lynnwood. Other alignments farther from the freeway would carry much
higher environmental impacts and would carry longer travel times.
Chapter 4, Section 4.2.4 summarizes the station area development
potential by station area.

C-027-004

In the Draft EIS Chapter 5, Evaluation of Alternatives, Transit Oriented
Development ratings were provided (see Tables 5-2, 5-3 and 5-4), based
on a range of factors including multimodal access, as well as land use
and development conditions. During the Alternatives Analysis and
continuing into the EIS alternatives assessment, general station sites
were identified for the project, bicycle and pedestrian qualitative
measures were also considered (see the Alternative Analysis Report,
Chapter 5, and Chapter 2 of the EIS). These measures, along with the
other measures of potential mobility, ridership, and land use benefits,
transportation impacts, environmental impacts, and constructability, have
helped determine the range of station sites and the general features and
access plans for the EIS analysis. Transit ridership estimates are
primarily driven by population, employment, regional characteristics such
as transportation conditions between origins and destinations (including
highway conditions), and general accessibility to the station, rather by
access by mode. During final design, consistent with the agency's
System Access Policy, Sound Transit will continue to collaborate with the
local jurisdictions on opportunities to improve bicycle and pedestrian
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networks serving the station, as an element of a balanced multimodal
access plan that would effectively serve the transit riders expected at the
station.

C-027-005

Your preference for more stations, including stations at NE 130th Street,
NE 155th Street, NE 185th Street, and 220th Street is noted. The
Preferred Alternative has options for additional stations at NE 130th
Street and 220th Street.

C-027-006

Comment noted. The need for the project, as described in Section 1.2.2
of the Draft EIS, includes language on regional mobility and a decrease
in transportation-related energy consumption and GHG emissions. The
Purpose and Need also refers to environment and supporting regions'
adopted land use plans.

C-027-007

The increased use of bicycling is very consistent with trends showing
greater use of transit and walking, and slower growth in vehicle use. The
light rail project is part of an integrated solution encouraging other
alternative modes, including bicycling, in the corridor and the region. In
the EIS assessment of impacts, Sound Transit inventoried bicycle
facilities within a 1-mile radius of potential stations, and considered
potential conflicts as well as access needs, as described in Chapter 3,
Sections 3.1.5 and 3.2.5 of the Draft EIS. The Final EIS has updated
information. While bicycle and trail improvements within a 3-mile radius
of transit stations can be grant-eligible under New Starts, they do not
impose a minimum study area or a required set of non-motorized access
improvements for New Start projects. As noted in the responses above,
Sound Transit will continue to work on access planning with local
jurisdictions during final design. This effort could include developing

Lynnwood Link Extension Page 248
2013 Draft EIS Comments and Responses



Lynnwood Link Extension
2013 Draft EIS Comments and Responses

strategies to assist the local agencies in identifying and prioritizing
improvements, establishing partnerships, and seeking funding including
other grants for supporting improvements.

C-027-008

Project designers will use the Urban Bikeway Design Guide by the
National Association of City Transportation Officials, in conjunction with
Sound Transit design standards and applicable WSDOT and local
jurisdictional design standards. Please also see the response to C-027-
007. The statements in the Draft EIS (page 3-38 and 3-39) relate to how
Sound Transit would provide for pedestrian and bicycle access on
roadways reconstructed as part of the project. Although other roadways
in the study area may be reconstructed by the cities over time, bringing
those facilities up to current standards, Sound Transit's conclusions
about bicycle and pedestrian access immediately around stations
generally did not assume such improvements.
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C-027-009

Park-and-ride spaces minimize parking impacts to neighborhoods and
provide access to light rail for areas transitioning from suburban to urban
densities. As described in Section 3.2.7 of the Draft EIS, park-and-ride
lots are generally sized to accommodate future parking demand, and the
amount of parking at each station may be further refined in future phases
of the project.

As described in Section 4.2.4 of the Draft EIS, analysis of alternatives
included assessments for all proposed station locations based on
existing conditions that support transit-oriented development, transit-
supportive plans and policies, station access, and potential development
opportunities. In addition, Sound Transit's TOD policy includes goals
that encourage safe multi-modal access to the transit system, with an
emphasis on non-motorized access; and support economic development
efforts. Implementation of TOD policy continues through final design,
construction, and post construction. Implementation includes identifying
TOD opportunities and strategies as well as partnerships with public and
private interests.

C-027-010

Vehicles traveling to and from parking garages were included in the
traffic analysis and are reflected in the vehicle miles traveled and
greenhouse gas emissions projections, the "hot spot" air quality analysis,
and as part of the other evaluations of impacts for each of the project
alternatives. This responds to the need for the EIS to identify significant
environmental impacts and appropriate mitigation for the alternatives
considered. During final design, Sound Transit's System Access Policy
will continue to be applied as Sound Transit further evaluates the
multimodal access needs of the project, working collaboratively with the
communities to be served.
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C-027-011

As part of final design for the project, Sound Transit will continue to
examine options to increase the cost-effectiveness of the project. The
alternatives involving parking garages rather than expanded surface
parking reflect the limited availability of right-of-way along the corridor,
much of which is already developed, although in some station sites there
are options for surface parking. Overall, the EIS's range of alternatives,
including the station locations and the parking capacity assumed, are in
response to projected demand. Parking is one element of a balanced
approach for a regional system that provides access via a variety of
modes. The current demand for parking at all transit centers and major
park & ride lots along this extension is greater than supply, with most lots
full by 8 am or earlier on weekdays. It is reasonable to expect that as
population and employment grows in the corridor, growth in transit center
parking will also continue, as would growth in the use of other modes of
access.

C-027-012

Sound Transit does not consider parking investments to be in
competition with other access components of the project, nor does it
consider parking to be inconsistent with local and regional goals for
creating compact and walkable communities. Provisions for parking are
part of a balanced approach to developing effective multimodal access to
the regional system. The alternatives considered in the EIS, including
provisions for parking garages, represents a long history of alternatives
planning that is detailed in Chapter 2, and which includes the results of
many rounds of public participation and comment. Additional parking as
part of the project reflects the project description included in the ST2
Plan, funding for which was approved by voters in 2008, and which itself
involved extensive public planning. The multimodal access reflects
Sound Transit's adopted Systems Access Policy, which recognizes that
people may choose among a variety of modes as they access a station,
depending on their own needs and circumstances. As noted in

Page 251



responses above, Sound Transit will continue to develop the more
detailed station access plans for the adopted project during final design,
and cost-effectiveness of a variety of project elements and design
approaches will continue to be considered.

C-027-013

Sound Transit remains committed to developing effective multimodal
access to its stations, but the project's purpose is focused on transit
improvements rather than repairing existing deficiencies in the road,
bike, and pedestrian network. The review of collision data was primarily
intended to assist in evaluating whether the project would aggravate
existing safety concerns or create new safety conflicts for bicyclists.
Sound Transit is also committed to working with its partners to advance
opportunities to increase the use of bicycles and other alternative modes
that would connect the stations to the surrounding communities.
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C-028-001

The Draft EIS long term (direct) impacts assessment considered existing
land use plans as well as plans in progress, focusing on consistency with
existing or officially proposed local government land use plans and
policies. Please see Section 4.2.4 Indirect and Secondary Impacts for
potential impacts associated with possible changes in zoning by the local
jurisdictions, which in some cases would be needed to allow higher
density and mixed-use land uses in station areas.

C-028-002

As described in Section 2.5 of the Draft EIS (Chapter 2

Alternatives Considered), prior to the Draft EIS and Final EIS, Sound
Transit evaluated a variety of options for this project based on a number
of criteria. Future development potential was one of the criteria assessed
during the Alternatives Analysis. The Sound Transit Board chose an I-5
alignment. Sound Transit continues to work with jurisdictions on planning
for the areas around the stations to ensure multi-modal access is
achieved.

C-028-003

Thank you for identifying the advantages Feet First sees in a NE 130th
Street Station. The Sound Transit Board identified an at-grade and
elevated alignment with stations at NE 145th and NE 185th streets
(Alternative Al with modifications) as the Preferred Alternative, and also
directed further study of options to add a station at NE 130th Street or to
make provisions for a future station. A station at NE 155th Street was
not identified for the Preferred Alternative, but is still evaluated in the
Final EIS under Alternatives A5 and A7. The Preferred Alternative also
includes a station at the Mountlake Terrace Transit Station in Segment
B. The Segment C Preferred Alternative is a modified Alternative C3
that places that station closer to the urban center and away from I-5, and
includes improved walk access.
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C-028-004

As described in Section 2.3 of the Final EIS, the project is applying a
balanced multimodal approach to plan for effective station access,
consistent with Sound Transit's adopted System Access Policy. Parking
along with other features of the stations would help serve a variety of
user types including non-motorized users, those commuting by
automobile, and those arriving on feeder bus lines. Park-and-ride spaces
help minimize transit-related parking impacts to neighborhoods, and also
provide access to light rail for areas transitioning from suburban to urban
densities, as well as for areas that are more distant from the alignment or
with less convenient connections via transit or other non-automobile
modes. The use of parking garages, while more expensive than a
surface lot, helps preserve the future potential for transit-supportive
developments within the larger station area. Section 4.2.4 of the Draft
EIS summarized an assessment of station locations based on conditions
that could support transit-oriented development.

As described in Section 3.2.7 of the Draft EIS, park-and-ride lots are
generally sized to accommodate predicted parking demand, although the
amount of parking at each station may be further refined in future phases
of the project.
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C-029-001

Following the Draft EIS, the Sound Transit Board directed Sound Transit
to develop a Preferred Alternative that would avoid displacing the
church. The Final EIS describes the additional engineering Sound
Transit undertook to realign 3rd Avenue NE and avoid the potential
displacement of the church. As a result, none of the Segment A
alternatives evaluated in the Final EIS would displace the church or the
church hall. With the realigned street, access to the property has been
maintained, although a portion of land on the church property would be
acquired for the Preferred Alternative and other at-grade alternatives.
Elevated alternatives would also require a portion of the church

property.

Several sections in the Final EIS have been updated to address these
changes: Section 2.5.1 describes the Preferred Alternative and the
refinements in other alternatives for Segment A; Section 4.1 describes
the acquisition impacts; Section 4.4 describes impacts to community
facilities and neighborhoods. In addition, Appendix F presents revised
conceptual engineering plans for the refined Segment A alternatives;
Appendix I-4.1 contains detailed maps and tables concerning acquisition,
displacement, and relocation requirements for each Segment A
alternative, and Appendix G has visual simulations.

As noted in Section 4.1, any acquisition of property, including a portion of

a property, would require fair compensation to the property owner in
accordance with Sound Transit policy and federal and state law.
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C-030-001

The Sound Transit Board directed Sound Transit to explore a Preferred
Alternative that would avoid displacing the church. The Final EIS
describes the results of additional engineering Sound Transit undertook
to avoid the potential displacement of the church. As a result, none of
the Segment A alternatives evaluated in the Final EIS would displace the
church or the church hall (also called the cultural center). Access to the
property and its functions have been maintained, although a small
portion of land on the properties edge would be acquired for the
Preferred Alternative and other at-grade alternatives. Elevated
alternatives would also require a portion of the church property, but an
elevated design by the church is not the Preferred Alternative.

Several sections in the Final EIS have been updated to address these
changes including: Section 2.5.1 describing the refined alternatives for
Segment A; Section 4.1 describes the acquisition impacts; Section 4.4
describes impacts to community facilities and neighborhoods; Appendix
F presents revised conceptual engineering plans for the refined Segment
A alternatives; Appendix I-4.1 contains detailed maps and tables
concerning acquisition, displacement, and relocation requirements for
each Segment A alternative, and Appendix G has visual simulations.

C-030-002

Based on the comments from the Association, the church and many
others, Sound Transit has updated the design of the at-grade
alternatives as well as the discussions of impacts to the church. The
Final EIS has further discussion of the avoidance, minimization and
mitigation measures that the Preferred Alternative and other alternatives
would incorporate. The presence of I-5 to the west limited options for
realigning the tracks without creating more impacts to adjacent
properties, but the Preferred Alternative and other at-grade alternatives,
have a revised design that maintains access to the church. The design
and analysis for the Final EIS has also further defined a realigned
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access road that would be rebuilt to current standards, along with a
rebuilt sound wall. The caretaker's building would be relocated, and
Sound Transit would work closely with the church to identify a suitable
relocation option. Vibration and noise impact information has been
updated as well. The vibration analysis incorporated the results of
geotechnical studies that included borings along with soils analysis.
Section 4.7.3 of the Final EIS discusses noise and vibration impacts and
Section 4.7.7 describes the proposed mitigation measures that would be
applied. Section 4.5.2 discusses long term visual impacts and Section
4.5.3 discusses short term visual impacts, and mitigation measures for
visual impacts are discussed in Section 4.5.6. Section 4.13 of the Final
EIS discusses electromagnetic fields, which are produced whenever
electricity is used. No sensitive receptors (i.e. hospitals, radio stations)
are within the range of the light rail line, and it is not expected that the
light rail would interfere with the Latvian Evangelical Lutheran Church's
radio.
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C-031-001

Following the Draft EIS, the Sound Transit Board directed Sound Transit
to develop a Preferred Alternative that would avoid displacing the
church. The Final EIS describes the additional engineering Sound
Transit undertook to realign 3rd Avenue NE and avoid the potential
displacement of the church. As a result, none of the Segment A
alternatives evaluated in the Final EIS would displace the church or the
church hall. With the realigned street, access to the property has been
maintained, although a portion of land on the church property would be
acquired for the Preferred Alternative and other at-grade alternatives.
Elevated alternatives would also require a portion of the church

property.

Several sections in the Final EIS have been updated to address these
changes: Section 2.5.1 describes the Preferred Alternative and the
refinements in other alternatives for Segment A; Section 4.1 describes
the acquisition impacts; Section 4.4 describes impacts to community
facilities and neighborhoods. In addition, Appendix F presents revised
conceptual engineering plans for the refined Segment A alternatives;
Appendix I-4.1 contains detailed maps and tables concerning acquisition,
displacement, and relocation requirements for each Segment A
alternative, and Appendix G has visual simulations.

As noted in Section 4.1, any acquisition of property, including a portion of

a property, would require fair compensation to the property owner in
accordance with Sound Transit policy and federal and state law.
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C-032-001
Your support for Alternative Al is noted. During construction, access to
your property will be maintained.

C-032-002

Although Alternative Al was the basis for the Preferred Alternative, the
Preferred Alternative does not require a reconstruction of the NE 117th
Street overpass. If the overpass were to be reconstructed for the
project, Sound Transit would coordinate with the City of Seattle for any
changes to the intersection configuration or signal operation at Northgate
Way and First Avenue NE, or for any other solution needed to maintain
access via First Avenue NE.

C-032-003

As shown in Appendix F, Conceptual Plans, the proposed alignment
extends through the trees on the east side of 1st Avenue NE in the
vicinity of Northgate West Condominiums, and some tree removal would
be required. Trees provide fairly low levels of noise reduction, but Sound
Transit has evaluated the potential for increased noise due to the light
rail project at the condominiums, and noise barriers on the elevated
guideway would be part of the project as mitigation. Sound Transit will
also comply with all applicable tree protection and replacement
standards in City of Seattle Municipal Code Chapter 25.11. Potential
mitigation measures are described in Section 4.5.5 (Visual and Aesthetic
Resources) of the Final EIS.

C-032-004

During construction, Sound Transit would minimize the use of vibratory
soil compactors and vibratory hammers near structures that are
determined to be vibration-sensitive. Sound Transit would also avoid
conventional vibratory hammers that have the potential to cause
objectionable vibration and risk cosmetic damage. See Section 4.7.7 of
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the Final EIS for further information on potential mitigation measures.
Geotechnical analysis continues through final design. Geotechnical
Reports can be obtained by contacting community outreach staff
identified in the Draft and Final EIS.

C-032-005

The Draft EIS identifies two construction activities with the potential to
cause damage to adjacent buildings due to vibration during construction
of the Lynnwood Link: vibratory pile driving and soil compaction using
vibratory rollers. Sensitive structures along the alignment are at risk of
cosmetic damage (the earliest indication of damage) wherever vibratory
pile driving is conducted within 80 feet of a sensitive structure or a
vibratory roller is operated within 40 feet of a sensitive structure. The
distance to the nearest track at 11300 1st Avenue NE, Seattle is 38-45
feet, depending upon the alignment alternative. Therefore, vibration
monitoring will be conducted at the building if any of the above activities
are conducted next to the property. See Section 4.7.4 of the Final EIS
for more information on construction impacts and Section 4.7.7
discussion of mitigation measures.

Vibration levels from running trains will be below the threshold of human
perception at the property and, subsequently, will be far below levels
posing any risk to the structure. Therefore, vibration monitoring of
running trains is not warranted. See Section 4.7.1 of the Final EIS
regarding the FTA criteria used to evaluate sensitivity to noise and
vibration.

Lynnwood Link Extension Page 262
2013 Draft EIS Comments and Responses



Lynnwood Link Extension Page 263
2013 Draft EIS Comments and Responses



Lynnwood Link Extension Page 264
2013 Draft EIS Comments and Responses



Lynnwood Link Extension Page 265
2013 Draft EIS Comments and Responses



Lynnwood Link Extension
2013 Draft EIS Comments and Responses

C-033-001

There is no "party of record" designation for the environmental review
process. Janet Way, member of the Paramount Park Neighborhood
Group, has been added to the Lynnwood Link Extension project email
update list.

The Draft EIS identified specific impacts due to each of the alternatives
in various elements of the environment, and also described potential
mitigation measures. High levels of adverse impacts in the areas of
concern listed would not result with the proposed project design and the
incorporation of best practices and mitigation measures. The project
would not result in additional flooding, and in several areas would
address existing problems for stormwater treatment and retention.
Worsened congestion and safety are also not anticipated, and in a
number of cases would involve improvements compared to No Build.
Sound Transit is not proposing changes in zoning or densities in
surrounding neighborhoods, although the potential for local jurisdictions
to consider changes is evaluated as an indirect impact.

For impacts and proposed mitigation associated with traffic congestion
and safety, please see Chapter 3 Transportation. See Chapter 4
Environmental Impacts and Mitigation for impacts and proposed
mitigation associated with housing density changes as an indirect
potential impact (Section 4.2 Land Use); water quality and quantity,
including flooding (Section 4.9 Water Resources); tax base and property
values (Section 4.3 Economics); air pollution and carbon

impacts (Section 4.6 Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases); noise (Section
4.7 Noise and Vibration); glare, scenic and aesthetic values, including
trees (Section 4.5 Visual and Aesthetic Resources); and loss of wildlife
and habitat, including tree loss (Section 4.8 Ecosystem Resources).

C-033-002
Your preference for the 145th Street Station location is noted.
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C-033-003

No mitigation is presented under the discussion of land use because the
light rail project would support long-range planning and growth
management policies and goals as stated in Section 4.2. The Lynnwood
Link Extension project is consistent with the City of Shoreline 2012
Comprehensive Plan. The discussion of land use impacts in Section
4.2.2 also acknowledges other related long-term and construction
impacts to the neighborhood in the introductory paragraphs of Section
4.2. Please see the discussion of impacts and proposed mitigation in the
following sections: Chapter 3 Transportation; Section 4.1 Acquisition,
Displacements, and Relocations; Section 4.4 Social Impacts, Community
Facilities, and Neighborhoods; Section 4.5 Visual and Aesthetic
Resources; Section 4.6 Air Quality and Greenhouse Gases; Section 4.7
Noise and Vibration; and Section 4.17 Parks and Recreation Resources.

C-033-004

Itis Sound Transit’s policy to mitigate light rail transit noise and vibration
impacts that would otherwise result in moderate or severe impacts,
consistent with published FTA guidance. See Section 4.7 of the Final
EIS for updated direct impact and mitigation information for noise and
vibration. Noise walls are planned for all alternatives in this area, either
at-grade or elevated, as mitigation for the light rail impacts.

The discussion of noise as a potential indirect economic impact in
Section 4.3.4 was in the context of a review of combined effects of the
project in ways that could reduce economic or business activity; with
mitigation of the direct noise, traffic, property and other related impacts,
the section describes a low potential for adverse economic impacts, and
a good potential for positive economic effects.

Tree replacements and replanting are being considered for mitigation for
visual impacts, and both WSDOT and local jurisdictions have tree or
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vegetation replacement requirements that will apply to the project,
but vegetation offers limited noise abatement value.

C-033-005

Table 3-26 in the Draft EIS identified where mitigation would be needed
to address the project's impacts near the NE 145th Street Station,
including due to additional traffic using NE 145th Street (SR 523) to
access the station and/or park-and-ride garage. This information has
been updated in Table 3-27 of the Final EIS. Other features of the
project, including for station area improvements for transit, pedestrians,
and bicyclists, have been identified through further planning for the
Preferred Alternative; please see section 2.5 of the Final EIS for more
details. Sound Transit is not required to improve existing deficiencies in
areas that are not adversely affected by the project. In a separate effort,
the City of Shoreline, in coordination with Sound Transit and WSDOT, is
conducting a study to review potential improvements along NE 145th
Street, including at the NE 145th Street and I-5 interchange, to improve
traffic operations, connections and safety for all modes in the area.

C-033-006

The project is being designed to encourage the use of walking and biking
to reach the station and connect to the surrounding communities.

Streets and station areas reconstructed as part of the project will
accommodate pedestrians and bicyclists consistent with applicable city
standards and plans. Sound Transit is aware of the community's interest
in enhancements at Paramount Park and the open space, and the
agency has included these areas in a planning review of potential
candidate sites for natural resource mitigation, but site requirements
would depend on the permitting requirements for the project to be

built. As the project enters final design and permitting, Sound Transit will
continue to coordinate with the City of Shoreline and other permitting
agencies to finalize the project's approach to meeting permitting
requirements.
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C-033-007

Sound Transit coordinated with King County Metro and Community
Transit on initial assumptions on bus service to the stations, but
decisions on final service levels and routes would be defined through a
public planning process occurring closer to system opening. The
conceptual service plan assumes higher levels of feeder service to the
station along east-west arterials, but also includes north-south
connections. Service on some current routes that duplicate the project's
proposed service and major regional connections could be redirected by
Metro because riders are likely to prefer the faster, more frequent and
reliable service offered by light rail. As described in Section 2.3 of the
Final EIS, all stations would be accessible as required under the
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), and would include pedestrian and
bicycle access to and from feeder bus lines, park-and-ride facilities, and
surrounding streets. They would be designed to satisfy all applicable
public access, and life safety requirements. As described in Section
3.2.5 of the Final EIS, Sound Transit would continue to develop the
project's pedestrian and bicycle improvements at Lynnwood Link
Extension stations consistent with its current System Access Policy.

C-033-008

Tolling I-5 is not a component of the Lynnwood Link Extension project.
Tolling I-5 would be a decision of the Washington State Legislature and
wholly independent of this project.

C-033-009

Currently, the project is assuming that all streets reconstructed with the
project will be built to current standards for bicycle and pedestrian
facilities. The station sites will also accommodate pedestrian and bicycle
connections, and will include areas for bike parking and storage.

Several of the streets being rebuilt in station areas include bike lanes, as
called for in City of Seattle and City of Shoreline transportation and
bicycle plans. Improvements to other areas not altered or adversely
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affected by the project are not proposed. Sound Transit will continue to
work with local jurisdictions to finalize the projects' station access plans,
consistent with Sound Transit's System Access Policy.

C-033-010

Sound Transit recognizes the importance of Thornton Creek and its
associated wetlands, and the agency has conducted initial mitigation and
permitting planning for the project that considers opportunities for
mitigation sites within the Thornton Creek watershed. Federal, state, and
local regulations may require Sound Transit to mitigate impacts on
wetlands and buffers using an approved mitigation bank (if available in
the future), King County in-lieu fee program, or project-specific mitigation
developed by Sound Transit. If project-specific mitigation is developed
for this project, site selection would emphasize a watershed approach.
Section 4.8 of the Draft EIS describes resources and potential impacts
and proposed mitigation.

C-033-011

Sound Transit's Ecosystems Technical Report accompanied the DEIS
and provided greater detail on resources in the project area. The
technical report, now updated for the Final EIS, also describes the study
area and the methods used to identify areas likely to be affected by the
project construction and operation. During scoping for the EIS, the
project's proposed analytical methods were reviewed by a variety of
agencies with jurisdiction and natural resource expertise. The analysis
of ecosystems impacts, including impacts to fisheries and wildlife habitat,
was conducted and coordinated with the water resources analysis
discussed in section 4.9. Finally, further information has been developed
for a Biological Assessment in conjunction with Endangered Species Act
compliance; see Appendix O of the Final EIS. Sound Transit policy
requires all projects to consider low-impact development (LID) methods
as a first choice for stormwater treatment. The project will review the
feasibility of LID strategies as part of the project design, in conjunction
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with project permitting. Sound Transit would minimize the potential for
interference with possible future fish habitat restoration projects from
construction of the light rail alternatives by designing and locating project
features to avoid Thornton Creek.

C-033-012

As described in Section 4.17 of the Draft EIS, parks, recreational
resources, and open spaces located more than 0.25 mile from station
locations or 300 feet from light rail tracks would not experience direct
impacts from the project. Paramount Park is outside the general study
area used for parks (see Figure 4.17-1), and there were no
environmental topic areas that identified adverse effects extending
beyond that distance. Based on the Draft EIS analysis and the updated
Final EIS findings, a station at NE 145th Street would not result in
adverse direct or indirect impacts to any designated open spaces
associated with Thornton Creek (Park #1 was identified in Table 4-17-
1). Impacts to Jackson Park would be primarily visual. Therefore, no
mitigation at those parks is proposed except to address visual impacts at
Jackson Park. Potential changes in allowable density would be an
action taken by local jurisdictions, if at all, and not by Sound Transit, but
are discussed in the indirect impacts section in each environmental topic
area. The potential impacts and any mitigation due to increased density
would be considered during the planning and environmental review for
any comprehensive plan changes by the local jurisdictions, as well as for
the local approvals for potential developments by others.

Potential impacts to Thornton Creek are discussed in Section 4.8 of the
Draft EIS, Ecosystem Resources.

C-033-013
Please see response for comment C-033-012.
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C-033-014

The Draft EIS acknowledged that construction of the station, parking
garage, and other facilities would alter the visual characteristics between
the highway and the adjacent single-family residential neighborhood, and
would also remove several single family homes at the edge of the
neighborhood. After mitigation and improvements to address traffic and
circulation needs, other direct changes to the neighborhood would be
limited. For a more detailed discussion of visual impacts and mitigation,
see Sections 4.5.2 and 4.5.7, respectively. Other sections found low to
moderate effects for a station adjacent to I-5 at an existing freeway
interchange and at the intersection of two major arterials. For additional
information refer to Section 4.4 - Social Impacts, Community Facilities,
and Neighborhoods in the Final EIS.

Longer-term changes in the neighborhood could occur if local
jurisdictions amend plans governing allowable uses of properties
adjacent to the light rail transit station. These would be local decisions
made by local jurisdictions, and are not proposed by Sound Transit.
Section 4.2.4 discussed the potential for impacts due to land use
changes by local jurisdictions.

The project also includes amenities and improvements such as bike
facilities on rebuilt sections of 5th Avenue NE and improved sidewalks in
the station area.

C-033-015

During final design, Sound Transit would consider opportunities to plant
trees, consistent with the sustainability policy, which recognizes the
benefits tree plantings would have; plantings are also likely to be a
condition under various permits required for the project. Please refer to
the visual and ecosystems sections for more details on specific
mitigation commitments that would include replacement plantings.
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The Draft EIS estimated the greenhouse gas emissions during
construction by using several sources, including information based on
the agency's own projects that are similar in scale and construction
methods to the Lynnwood Link Extension. Producing and disposing of
materials needed to build the project will also produce greenhouse gas
emissions, which would be an indirect effect of the project. However, at
this time, there is no standardized methodology for calculating the
embodied and lifecycle emissions from transportation projects.

C-033-016

Sound Transit’s policy [Executive Order No. 1, Establishing a
Sustainability Initiative for Sound Transit (2007)] on ecosystem mitigation
is to avoid impacts on environmentally sensitive resources to the
maximum extent practicable and to provide adequate mitigation to
ensure no net loss of ecosystem function and acreage as a result of
agency projects. Sound Transit will comply with all applicable tree
protection standards in local jurisdiction codes.

C-033-017

Mitigation measures for any impacts from traffic congestion as a result of
traffic accessing a station or park and ride will be included as part of the
project. No adverse air quality impacts are expected. Analysis of
potential air quality impacts is provided in Section 4.6 of the Draft EIS.

C-033-018
Please see response to C-033-016.

C-033-019

Sound Transit's policy [Executive Order No. 1, Establishing a
Sustainability Initiative for Sound Transit (2007)] on petroleum
conservation and renewable fuel and energy is to work with energy
providers to maximize the percentage of renewable energy purchased.
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Sound Transit's approach to incorporating sustainability opportunities
into its facilities is summarized in Section 2.6 of the Draft EIS.

C-033-020

The project does not propose specific other uses such as retail,

but Sound Transit policy encourages potential partnerships for transit-
oriented developments (TOD). Sound Transit's TOD and Sustainability
Policies will continue to be applied during final design. See Section 4.5
for visual impacts and mitigation.
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